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Introduction 


During  recent  years,  there  has  been  much  discussion  of 
the  need  for  additional  physicians  by  governmental  agen- 
cies and  for  civilian  practice  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 
While  localized  shortages  are  recognized  by  all  students  of 
the  subject,  many  contend  that  the  over-all  supply  is  ade- 
quate, or  nearly  so,  and  that  it  is  the  distribution  of  physi- 
cians which  is  at  fault.  Already  some  States  and  communi- 
ties have  felt  impelled  to  take  public  measures  to  augment 
the  supply  of  physicians,  especially  in  rural  areas.  Because 
of  this  rather  confused  picture,  it  seemed  advisable  to  ex- 
amine such  data  as  were  available  in  the  hope  of  throwing 
some  light  on  the  general  situation. 

Within  the  past  few  years,  the  authors  have  studied  the 
distribution  of  hospitals  and  the  adequacy  of  available  beds. 
Out  of  those  studies  there  evolved  a concept  of  health 
service  areas  and  a scheme  of  hospital  coordination  wherein 
such  institutions  could  be  related  to  each  other  from  the 
standpoints  of  location,  bed  capacity,  and  staff  organization. 

Following  passage  in  1946  of  the  National  Hospital  Sur- 
vey and  Construction  Act,  each  State  hospital  authority 
formulated  its  own  plan  of  hospital  distribution.  While 
differing  in  detail  from  that  presented  by  the  authors  in 
Public  Health  Bulletin  292  (1),  regionalization  characterized 
all  of  these  plans,  and  other  essential  features  were  not 
dissimilar.  Inasmuch  as  the  hospital  is  coming  more  and 
more  to  be  the  focal  point  of  medical  practice,  it  was  decided 
that  the  health  service  areas  outlined  in  the  course  of  our 
hospital  studies  might  also  be  used  in  studying  physician 
utilization. 

The  central  purposes  of  this,  the  second  monograph  of  the 
series,  are  to  describe  the  existing  distribution  picture  for 


physicians  against  such  a pattern  of  medical  service  areas, 
to  present  estimates  of  the  number  of  physicians  that 
might  be  utilized  as  health  services  are  extended  more  uni- 
formly throughout  the  Nation,  and  to  forecast  possible 
physician  resources. 

Lack  of  current  local  data  for  physicians  and  population 
led  the  authors  to  select  the  year  1940  as  a base  for  describ- 
ing existing  conditions.  That  is  the  latest  year  for  which 
complete  census  data  are  available.  Furthermore,  the  1940 
American  Medical  Directory  is  the  most  recent  source  of 
county  physician  totals  which  are  not  influenced  by  dis- 
locations resulting  from  war  mobilization. 

For  this  base  year,  comparative  data  are  presented  to 
show  the  uneven  distribution  of  physicians  which  has  grown 
up  over  the  years;,  and  the  extent  of  differences  among  areas. 
Projections  are  made  to  indicate  possible  training  goals  on 
the  basis  of  data  available  concerning  numbers  of  physicians 
who  may  be  expected  to  enter  the  profession,  anticipated 
losses  through  death,  and  the  numbers  of  physicians  who 
might  be  needed  if  selected  measures  of  physician  use  in 
1940  apply  in  future  years. 

Figures  given  in  this  paper  should  not  be  construed  as 
recommendations.  The  analyses  presented  are  intended  to 
illustrate  methods  that  could  be  followed  in  the  preparation 
of  physician  estimates  for  some  future  date,  if  different  as- 
sumptions are  made,  and  to  indicate  possible  location  pat- 
terns for  physicians.  The  authors  fully  recognize  that  many 
forces  which  now  limit  the  effective  demand  for  physicians 
in  some  areas  must  be  removed  or  substantially  mitigated 
before  there  will  be  any  material  tendency  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  physicians  to  parallel  more  nearly  that  of  population. 


Trends  in  Physician  Totals 


Physician  totals  published  in  the  American  Medical  Di- 
rectories indicate  that,  except  for  a few  years  in  the  early 
1920’s  there  has  been  a gradual  expansion  in  the  number 
of  physicians  in  the  continental  United  States  since  the 
turn  of  the  century.  From  a total  of  134,000  in  1909,  the 
number  had  increased  to  nearly  148,000  in  1918.  The  phy- 
sician count  which  changed  but  slightly  during  the  following 
decade  was  somewhat  over  152,000  by  1929  and  then  ex- 
panded to  a total  which  in  1940  exceeded  175,000.  Prelim- 
inary data  for  1949  indicate  that  there  are  now  more  than 


200,000  physicians  in  the  continental  United  States.1 . Over 
the  period,  however,  the  increase  did  not  consistently  keep 
pace  with  population  changes.  Actually  the  average  num- 
ber of  physicians  per  unit  of  population  declined  steadily 
from  149  per  100,000  persons  in  1909  to  125  per  100,000  in 
1929.  After  1929,  the  ratio  gradually  rose  to  133  per  100,- 
000  by  1940  and  to  137  by  1949.  (See  table  1.) 

Data  indicating  the  number  of  physicians  who  limited 

1 The  1949  total  is  a preliminary  estimate  made  available  to  the  authors  by  officials 
of  the  Directory  Department  of  the  American  Medical  Association. 


This  bulletin  is  the  second  in  the  series  on  Health  Service  Areas. 
General  Hospitals  and  Health  Centers. 


The  first  paper  (1)  was  entitled:  Health  Service  Areas — Requirements  for 
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their  practice  to  a specialty  are  available  only  for  certain 
years  from  1923  to  1949.1 2  The  trend  in  specialization  which 
prevailed  during  the  past  quarter  of  a century  is  revealed  in 
a general  way  by  comparison  of  data  assembled  by  the 
Commission  on  Graduate  Medical  Education  (2)  and  by 
Leland  (3)  with  material  tabulated  from  the  1940  American 
Medical  Directory  (4).  In  1923,  for  example,  only  15,408 


Table  1. — Total  number  of  physicians  and  number  of  spe- 
cialists in  the  continental  United  States  for  specified  years 
from  1909  to  1949 


Year 

Total  phy 

ucians  1 

Specialists  2 

Number 

Per 

100,000 

popula- 

tion 

Number 

Percent  of 
total  phy- 
sicians 

1909 

134.  402 

149 

(3 *) 

(3) 

1912 

137, 199 

144 

(3) 

(3) 

1914 

142, 332 

144 

(3) 

(3) 

1916 

145,  241 

142 

(3) 

(3) 

1918 

147,812 

143 

(3) 

(3) 

1921 

145,  404 

134 

(3) 

(3) 

1923 

145,  966 

130 

15,  408 

li 

1925 

147,010 

127 

(3) 

(3) 

1927 

149, 521 

126 

(3) 

(3) 

1929 

152, 503 

125 

22, 166 

15 

1931 

156,  406 

126 

24,  826 

16 

1934 

161,359 

128 

26,  756 

17 

1936 

165, 163 

129 

(3) 

(3) 

1938 

169,  628 

131 

33,618 

20 

1940 

175,  382 

133 

36,  880 

21 

1942 

180,496 

135 

(3) 

(3) 

1948 

199,  755 

137 

45,  000 

23 

1949 

202,516 

137 

50,  000 

25 

1 Physician  totals  presen  led  for  years  from  1909  to  1942  are  those  published  by  the 
American  Medical  Association  on  the  basis  of  directory  counts.  The  1948  total  is  a 
preliminary  estimate  published  in  the  Journal  of  the  American  Medical  Association, 
Aug.  21,  1948  The  1949  total  is  a preliminary  estimate  made  available  to  the  authors 
by  officials  of  the  Directory  Department  of  the  American  Medical  Association. 

2 Specialist  totals  for  1923,  1929,  1934,  and  1938  are  those  published  in  a report  of 
the  Commission  on  Graduate  Medical  Education  (2).  The  total  for  1931  appeared 
in  a report  by  Leland  (3).  The  1940  total  was  obtained  by  tabulating  data  for  indi- 
vidual physicians  listed  in  the  1940  American  Medical  Directory  (4).  The  totals  for 
1948  and  1949  are  preliminary  estimates  made  available  to  the  authors  by  officials  of 
the  Directory  Department  of  the  American  Medical  Association. 

3 Data  are  not  available. 


physicians  reported  that  they  were  confining  their  practice 
to  a specialty;  by  1931,  24,826  were  in  that  category;  and  in 
1940,  36,880  physicians.  By  1949,  it  was  estimated  that 
50,000  were  so  limiting  their  practice — more  than  triple  the 
number  at  the  beginning  of  this  period.  This  steady  increase 
is  reflected  in  the  proportion  of  specialists  relative  to  all 
physicians  which  more  than  doubled  during  the  2 5 -year 
period.  (See  table  1.) 

Totals  for  the  Nation  conceal  the  uneven  distribution  of 
physicians  among  the  several  States.  That  these  inequal- 
ities had  become  more  pronounced  in  the  past  25  years  is 
evident  from  data  in  figure  1.  To  facilitate  comparisons, 
the  States  were  grouped  into  six  geographic  areas  3 and  the 
average  physician -population  ratio  for  each  area  was 
computed  for  selected  years  in  the  past  quarter  of  a century. 
In  1923,  the  Pacific  States,  at  one  extreme,  maintained  as 
many  as  160  physicians  per  100,000  persons  while  there 
were  only  116  and  117  physicians,  respectively,  for  com- 
parable groups  of  residents  in  the  South  Atlantic  States  and 
South  Central  States.  This  wide  disparity  in  numbers  of 
available  physicians  continued  over  the  years.  In  1931, 
the  greatest  number  of  physicians  in  any  area  of  the 
United  States,  159  per  100,000  population,  was  still  to  be 
found  in  the  Pacific  States  while  in  the  South  Central 
States  there  were  but  102  physicians  per  100,000  popula- 
tion. By  1940,  the  distribution  had  so  changed  that  in 
the  New  England  and  Middle  Atlantic  States  there  were 
168  physicians  for  a unit  of  100,000  persons,  the  Pacific 
States  continued  to  maintain  a high  physician  ratio  of  158 
per  100,000  persons  while  the  South  Central  States  had  but 
95  physicians  for  a comparable  population  group.  Pre- 
liminary figures  for  1948  indicate  that  the  New  England 
and  Middle  Atlantic  States  now  have  the  highest  physician 
ratio  of  any  area  in  the  last  25  years,  174  per  100,000  popula- 
tion, while  the  ratio  of  the  South  Central  States  is  99  for  a 
similar  population  group. 


Community  Hospital  Development  in  Relation  to  Physician  Location 


In  previous  papers,  (5),  (6),  (7),  (8),  (9),  the  authors 
have  reported  on  the  factors  which  seem  to  influence  the 
location  and  movement  of  physicians.  Physicians  are 
attracted  to  broad  areas  of  relatively  high  per  capita 

2 Specialty  classification,  as  used  in  this  study,  is  based  upon  type  of  practice  indicated 
by  symbols  opposite  the  physician’s  name  in  the  American  Medical  Directories.  The 
1940  Directory  states: 

A symbol  designating  specialty  practice  is  entered  on  request  whenever  the  physician 
is  (1)  a member  of  a constituent  State  association.  (2)  a member  of  a special  national  or 
interstate  society,  the  membership  of  which  is  listed  in  the  directory,  or  (3)  a professor, 
an  associate  or  assistant  professor  in  an  approved  medical  school.  * * + 

'When  the  abbreviation  designating  a specialty  is  followed  by  a star  (*)  it  indicates 
that  the  physician  claims  his  practice  is  limited  to  that  particular  branch  of  medicine; 

* * *•  This  information  concerning  specialty  practice  is  based  only  on  personal  data 

furnished  by  the  physician.” 

T he  Commission  on  Graduate  Medical  Education  (2)  defines  a specialist  as  "the  man 
who  claims  to  limit  his  work  to  his  specialty,  as  shown  by  his  listing  in  the  American 
Medical  Association  Directory.” 

This  classification  should  not  be  confused  with  specialty  board  certifications. 


income,  and  within  these  areas,  to  centers  of  population  that 
are  generously  supplied  with  hospital  facilities.  It  would 
seem  from  these  studies  that  hospital  facilities,  even  apart 
from  the  per  capita  income  of  the  locality,  served  both  to 
attract  and  to  retain  physicians. 

Passage  of  the  Hospital  Survey  and  Construction  Act  (10) 
not  only  emphasized  the  importance  of  advanced  thinking 
relative  to  future  trends  in  hospital  placement  but  also 

3 The  six  geographic  areas  were  composed  by  grouping  the  States  as  follows:  New 
England  and  Middle  Atlantic:  Maine,  NewHampshire,Vermont, Massachusetts,  Con- 
necticut, Rhode  Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania.  South  Atlantic: 
Delaware,  Maryland,  District  of  Columbia,  Virginia.  West  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Florida.  North  Central:  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Ohio, 
Indiana.  Illinois,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Missouri, 
and  Kansas.  South  Central:  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Louisiana,  and  Texas.  Mountain:  Montana,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 
Utah,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  and  Arizona.  Pacific:  Washington, Oregon,  and  California. 
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Figure  1.  Number  of  physicians  per  100,000  population  in  designated  geographic  areas  of  the  United  States  for  specified  years. 


accentuated  the  need  for  personnel  in  sufficient  numbers  and 
in  proper  location  to  assure  economical  and  efficient  pro- 
vision of  medical  services.  Since  the  geographic  distribu- 
tion and  functional  relationship  of  hospitals  and  health 
centers  outlined  in  our  earlier  report  (1)  are  employed  also 
for  examining  physician  utilization  and  location,  a brief 
description  of  the  basic  pattern  together  with  underlying 
considerations  is  repeated. 

Areas  designated  as  health  service  districts  would  con- 
stitute the  geographic  and  population  units  for  hospital 
development.  They  were  tentatively  outlined  so  as  to 
contain  a locality  with  relatively  adequate  hospital  facilities 
which  might  serve  as  an  integrating  center  for  tying  hos- 
pital and  health  activities  of  city,  town,  and  rural  com- 
munities into  a coordinated  scheme  for  service.  Each 
district  consisted  generally  of  a nucleus  county  with  its 
hospital  center  surrounded  by  several  adjacent  counties 
whose  hospital  facilities  were  less  advanced.4  The  several 
districts  which  fell  into  a more  or  less  broad  trade  area  5 
were  considered  a region  and  the  most  suitable  hospital 
center  therein  was  designated  as  the  nucleus  for  the  entire 
region. 

It  is  recognized  that  medical  services  follow  a variety  of 
patterns,  depending  largely  on  the  location  of  existing 
hospitals  and  the  type  of  medical  practice  under  considera- 
tion. The  general  practitioner  who  usually  makes  the 
initial  contact  with  a patient  serves  an  area  which  is,  for 
the  most  part,  within  a radius  of  a few  miles  from  his  home 
or  office.  A much  wider  area  is  served  by  physicians  who 
limit  their  practice  to  a specialty  since  their  patients  are 
generally  referred  by  other  physicians.  The  activities  of  a 
specialist  engaged  in  a highly  restricted  field  may  not  be 
limited  to  any  particular  locality.  He  would  generally  be 
located  in  an  urban  area  well  supplied  with  hospital  beds; 
patients  might  be  referred  not  only  from  distant  locations 
within  the  same  broad  region,  but  from  other  States  and 
even  foreign  countries.  Neither  now  nor  in  the  immediate 


future  are  patterns  of  service  for  individual  physicians  likely 
to  conform  to  areas  outlined  by  definite  political  bound- 
aries.6 On  the  other  hand,  such  units  represent  divisions 
for  which  many  statistics  pertaining  to  population,  economic 
resources,  hospital  facilities,  and  professional  personnel  are 
available.  As  a matter  of  fact,  these  political  units  must  be 
taken  into  account  if  local  and  State  governments  are  to 
participate  financially  or  administratively  in  implementing 
health  service  programs.  We  have,  therefore,  used  the 
districts  and  broad  hospital  service  regions  outlined  in 
figure  2 as  the  basis  for  computations  presented  in  this 
report. 

In  the  background  is  the  concept  that  hospital  or  related 
facilities  of  some  type  should  be  available  to  every  physician. 
For  rural  areas  these  facilities  might  consist  of  a small 
hospital  or  health  center  within  the  immediate  locality  but 
functionally  tied  to  hospital  centers  at  secondary  and 
primary  area  levels.  With  suitable  fiscal  provisions,  there 
would  be  a flow  of  patients  or  professional  services  between 
areas,  depending  on  skills  required  and  available  technical 
resources.  In  this  way,  physicians  in  all  locations  would 
have  access,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  physical  facilities 
of  a complete  hospital  system.  They  could  also  enjoy  the 
advantages  of  consultations  with  other  physicians,  particu- 
larly specialists,  either  through  arrangements  for  meeting 
at  the  local  hospital  or  through  contacts  with  experts 
located  at  hospital  centers. 

The  foregoing  projected  scheme  has  been  modified  in  con- 
siderable detail  by  the  several  States  in  the  plans  they  have 
submitted  under  the  Federal  Hospital  Survey  and  Con- 
struction Act;  all  of  them,  however,  present  some  scheme 
of  integration  on  a regional  basis.  In  the  interest  of  uni- 
formity and  for  purposes  of  our  discussions,  it  seemed  best 
to  follow  the  original  plan  as  presented  in  Bulletin  292 
rather  than  adapt  our  methods  to  a variety  of  State  plans 
many  of  which,  also,  have  little  more  than  theoretical  basis 
at  this  time. 


Physician  Resources  in  Tentative  Hospital  Service  Districts,  in  1940 


Totals  presented  in  this  report  of  physicians  available  in 
1940  for  local  services  represent  counts  obtained  from  the 
1940  American  Medical  Directory  after  physicians  desig- 
nated as  being  employed  by  Federal  agencies  and  as 
"retired”  or  "not  in  practice”  had  been  deleted.  This 
group,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  "active  non-Federal,”  in- 

4 Centers  selected  for  primary  districts  contained  a minimum  of  250  general  and  allied 

special  hospital  beds,  those  for  secondary  districts,  100  beds,  and  those  for  proposed  - 
secondary  districts,  50  beds.  Some  counties  neither  contained  as  many  as  50  beds  in 
any  one  locality  nor  touched  a county  which  could  so  qualify.  One  such  county  occur- 
ring alone  was  included  in  the  nearest  primary,  secondary,  or  proposed -secondary  district, 
but  when  two  or  more  were  adjacent,  they  were  classified  as  an  isolated  district. 

6 The  outlines  of  these  areas  were  determined  roughly  after  reviewing  various  com- 

mercial trade  area  maps  (11)  which  portrayed  retail  trade  practices. 
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eludes  160,480  of  the  175,146  7 total  listed  in  the  Directory. 
"Retired”  and  "not  in  practice”  physicians  constituted 
nearly  6 percent  of  the  United  States  total  in  1940,  and 
Federal  physicians  less  than  3 percent.  The  percentage  of 
the  total  so  affected  varied  somewhat  from  one  geographic 
area  to  another.  Approximately  5 percent  of  the  physicians 
in  the  New  England  and  Middle  Atlantic,  the  North  Central 
and  the  South  Central  groups  of  States  were  classified  as 


8 See  for  example,  Dickinson:  A medical  service  area  map  of  the  United  States  (12). 

7 This  figure  was  obtained  by  tabulating  data  for  individual  physicians  listed  in  the 
1940  American  Medical  Directory.  It  differs  from  the  1940  total  published  in  the 
Directory  by  236. 
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Figure  2. — Provisional  districts  composed  of  counties,  making  up  broad  health  service  regions  within  States,  and  the  name  and  location  of  district  and  regional  hospital  centers, 

based  upon  the  distribution  of  existing  hospital  facilities  in  the  United  States,  1942. 


Table  2. — Population  and  number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  in  health  service  districts  grouped  according  to  size  of 

physician-population  ratios,  1940 


Number  of  active  non-Federal  physi- 
cians per  100.000  population  in  health 
service  districts  in  1940 

Number  of 
districts 

Population,1  1940 

Active  non 

-Federal  physicians,2  1940 

Total 

Full-time  specialists 

Total 

Percent  of 
total 

Average  per 
district 

Number 

Per  100,000 
population 

Median  age 

Number 

Percent  of 
total  physi- 
cians 

All  groups 

760 

131,669,275 

100 

173,249 

160, 480 

122 

44.  8 

36,  076 

22 

150  and  over 

38 

36,019,  732 

27 

947,  888 

66,  577 

185 

42.2 

17,  676 

27 

125-149 

49 

21,416,  090 

16 

437,  063 

29,  395 

137 

43.2 

7.275 

25 

100-124 

153 

24,  401,292 

19 

159,  486 

27,  086 

111 

47.  7 

5,608 

21 

75-99 

259 

26,  607,  820 

20 

102,  733 

23,241 

87 

50.4 

3,862 

17 

Less  than  75 

261 

23,  224,  341 

18 

88,  982 

14, 181 

61 

52.3 

1,655 

12 

1 Population  totals  were  accumulated  from  county  population  figures  published  in:  Population,  First  Series,  U.  S.  Summary,  table  17,  Sixteenth  Census  of  the  United  States,  1940. 

2 Active  non-Federal  physician  counts  for  1940  were  obtained  by  tabulating  data  for  individual  physicians  listed  in  the  1940  American  Medical  Directory.  Physicians  listed  as 
retired  or  otherwise  not  in  practice  and  those  employed  by  a Federal  agency  were  excluded  from  the  totals. 


retired  or  not  in  practice;  about  7 percent  of  the  physicians 
in  the  South  Atlantic  and  Mountain  States;  and  of  those 
listed  in  the  Pacific  area,  more  than  11  percent  were  retired 
or  not  in  practice.  Although  lower,  the  proportions  of 
Federal  physicians  in  the  various  geographic  areas  tended 
to  parallel  somewhat  the  proportion  in  the  non-active  cate- 
gory. The  combined  number  of  these  two  groups  excluded 
from  the  total  count  represents  about  6 percent  of  all 
physicians  in  the  New  England  and  Middle  Atlantic  and 
North  Central  areas,  8 percent  in  the  South  Central,  13  to 
14  percent  in  the  South  Atlantic  and  Mountain  States,  and 
nearly  16  percent  in  the  Pacific  States. 

It  is  believed  that  the  adjusted  total  of  160,480  physicians 
(122  per  100,000  persons)  approximates  the  number  whose 
activities  are  concerned,  for  the  most  part,  with  rendering 
medical  services  directly  to  the  civilian  population.8  Of 
these  124,404  were  general  practitioners 9 and  36,076 
limited  their  practice  to  a specialty.  Interns  and  residents 
were  not  identified  in  the  data  concerning  active  non- 
Federal  physicians  abstracted  from  the  1940  Directory. 
Information  regarding  opportunities  for  personnel  in  these 
categories,  published  annually  in  the  Educational  Number 
of  the  Journal  of  the  American  Medical  Association,  indi- 
cates that  there  were  approximately  11,800  interns  and 
residents  in  the  several  States  in  1940.  Since  their  assign- 
ment consists  largely  of  caring  for  patients,  the  inclusion  of 
interns  and  residents  in  the  enumerations  presented  in  this 
paper  has  seemed  appropriate.  The  number  of  active 

8 In  the  1940  Directory,  9,873  physicians  were  listed  as  retired  or  not  in  practice  and 
4,793  had  indicated  that  they  were  employed  by  Federal  agencies. 

Data  at  hand  did  not  permit  the  exclusion  of  physicians  serving  in  administrative, 
teaching,  research,  insurance,  or  industrial  positions.  The  American  Medical  Association 
physician  census  in  1942  found  about  6 percent  of  all  physicians  were  in  these  groups  (13). 

0 Physicians  whose  listings  in  the  1940  Directory  indicated  special  interest  in,  but 
who  did  not  limit  their  practice  to  a designated  branch  of  medicine,  are  included  with 
the  general  practitioner  count.  As  Leland  (3)  in  a study  on  physician  distribution  so 
aptly  pointed  out:  "It  seems  fair  to  assume  that  in  many  cases  physicians  who  classified 
themselves  as  giving  'special  attention’  to  a subject  should  be  classified  as  general 
practitioners  so  far  as  their  service  to  the  community  is  concerned.  Their  statement  to 
the  Directory  may  indicate  a situation  varying  all  the  way  from  a mere  wish,  interest, 
or  intention  to  a real  entrance  into  the  field  of  specialization.” 


non-Federal  physicians  by  type  of  practice  in  each  county 
of  the  United  States  in  1940  is  given  in  appendix  table  I. 
In  the  listing,  counties  are  arranged  by  districts  and  regions 
within  each  State  according  to  the  hospital  pattern  just 
discussed. 

An  over-all  picture  of  physician  resources  at  the  local 
level  may  be  obtained  from  the  map  reproduced  as  figure  3. 
For  this  chart,  the  760  tentative  health  service  districts 
have  been  classified  into  five  groups  on  the  basis  of  active 
non-Federal  physician-population  ratios  in  1940.  Com- 
bined data  for  districts  in  each  of  the  five  categories  desig- 
nated on  the  map  are  presented  in  table  2 for  comparison 
of  average  values.  Those  composing  the  topmost  group 
averaged  185  physicians  per  100,000  population  in  1940, 
while  for  the  lowest  group  the  average  was  61,  less  than 
one  third  the  high  ratio.  The  median  age  of  physicians  for 
the  less-favored  localities  was  10  years  greater  than  for  those 
relatively  well-supplied  with  physicians.  Thus,  areas  with 
lower  ratios  of  physicians  to  population  have  higher  propor- 
tions of  physicians  in  the  older  age  categories  and  may 
expect  proportionately  more  losses  from  deaths  each  year 
than  those  in  the  latter  group.  Districts  that  maintained 
the  most  favorable  physician  ratios  also  provided  the  great- 
est number  of  specialists.  Within  areas  most  generously 
supplied  with  physicians,  27  percent  of  all  physicians  were 
full-time  specialists  while  in  areas  with  the  lowest  resources 
only  12  percent  of  the  total  were  specialists. 

Districts  maintaining  150  physicians  or  more  per  100,000 
population  in  1940  represented  more  than  one  fourth  (27 
percent)  of  the  population  of  the  country  as  a whole,  but 
the  situation  varied  markedly  from  one  geographic  section 
of  the  country  to  another.  Reference  to  figure  4 will  show 
that  45  and  53  percent,  respectively,  of  the  populations  in 
the  New  England  and  Middle  Atlantic  States  and  in  the 
Pacific  States  resided  in  districts  with  the  most  favorable 
ratios.  The  proportion  was  only  26  percent  or  about  the 
national  average  in  the  North  Central  States  and  was  as  low 
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Figure  3. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  per  100,000  population  in  tentative  health  service  districts  within  each  State,  1940. 
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PERCENT  OF  POPULATION  IN  DISTRICTS  WITH  DESIGNATED  NUMBERS 
OF  ACTIVE  NON-FEDERAL  PHYSICIANS  PER  100,000  POPULATION 


Figure  4.- — Percent  of  population  in  tentative  health  service  districts  grouped  by  size  of  active  non-Federal  physician-population  ratios  of 

districts  for  designated  geographic  areas  of  the  United  States,  1940. 


as  13,  12,  and  7 percent  in  the  Mountain,  South  Atlantic, 
and  South  Central  States,  respectively.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  proportion  of  persons  living  in  districts  characterized  by 
low  ratios  followed  an  opposite  pattern,  varying  from  ap- 
proximately 1 percent  in  the  first  two  groups  of  States  to 
47  percent  in  the  last  group. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  the  hospital  service  area  patterns, 
which  are  being  used  as  a basis  for  analyzing  the  distribution 
of  physicians,  consist  of  local  districts  grouped  into  regions 
roughly  representing  broad  trade  areas.  Within  such  a 
region  would  generally  be  contained  a primary  district  with 
a large  well-developed  hospital  center  which  might  serve 
to  coordinate  medical  and  health  activities  of  suggested 
secondary,  proposed-secondary,  or  isolated  districts.  For 
the  five  categories  into  which  health  service  districts  are 
grouped  (see  table  2),  the  number  of  residents  in  each  of 
the  four  designated  types  of  districts  is  expressed  as  a 
percent  of  the  United  States  population  in  figure  5.  Prac- 
tically speaking,  residents  of  primary  areas,  which  alone 
account  for  about  one  half  of  the  country’s  population  total, 
form  but  a small  percentage  of  the  groups  having  less  than 
100  physicians  per  100,000  population.  They  represent 
from  almost  one  half  to  three  fourths  of  the  people  in  areas 


NUMBER  OF  PHYSICIANS  PER  100,000  POPULATION 

Figure  5. — Percent  of  United  States  population  contained  in  the 
four  outlined  types  of  districts  grouped  according  to  size  of  active 
non-Federal  physician-population  ratios  of  these  districts,  1940. 
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with  ratios  from  100-149  and  practically  all  in  areas  where 
the  ratio  exceeds  150.  At  the  other  extreme,  proposed  - 
secondary  and  isolated  districts  have  not  quite  one  fifth  of 


the  national  population  total,  yet  their  residents  comprise 
appreciable  fractions  of  the  total  group  of  persons  residing 
in  areas  with  ratios  under  100. 


Physician  Resources  in  Hospital  Service  Regions  in  1940 


According  to  the  hospital  service  pattern  outlined,  the 
760  districts  are  grouped  into  126  regions  which  are  rela- 
tively extensive  in  area,  some  even  being  State-wide.  The 
effects  of  such  combinations  are  reflected  in  the  map,  figure 
6.  Obviously  such  grouping  of  districts  will  bring  about 
averaging  of  the  relatively  generous  number  of  medical 
personnel  and  facilities  which  characterize  primary  districts 
with  less  adequate  provisions  of  secondary,  proposed - 


secondary,  and  isolated  districts  within  each  region.  A 
comparison  of  data  in  table  3 with  those  in  table  2 indicates 
that  by  combining  districts  into  regions  the  fraction  of  the 
population  classified  as  in  areas  with  very  high  or  with  very 
low  physician-population  ratios  is  reduced  while  the 
fraction  of  those  listed  as  in  areas  with  intermediate  ratios 
is  increased.  In  addition,  differences  in  the  concentration 
of  specialists  are  materially  reduced. 


Table  3. — Population  and  number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  in  health  service  regions  grouped  according  to  size  of 

physician -population  ratios , 1940 


Number  of  active  non-Federal 
physicians  per  100,000  popula- 
tion in  health  service  regions 
in  1940 

Number  of 
regions 

Population,1  1940 

Active  non 

-Federal  physicians,2  1940 

Total 

Full-time 

specialists 

Total 

Percent  of 
total 

Average  per 
region 

Number 

Per  100,000 
population 

Median 

age 

Number 

Percent  of 
total 

physicians 

All  groups 

126 

131,669,275 

100 

1,  044,  994 

160,  480 

122 

44.  8 

36,  076 

22 

150  and  over 

9 

28,  764,  872 

22 

3, 196,  097 

52,  107 

181 

41.  6 

13,  046 

25 

125-149 

18 

26,  361,  589 

20 

1,464,  533 

35,913 

136 

44.  3 

8.  464 

24 

100-124 

38 

36,  965,  549 

28 

972,  778 

41, 119 

111 

46.  8 

8,  703 

21 

75-99 

37 

23,  049,  881 

17 

622, 970 

20.  164 

87 

50.3 

3,837 

19 

Less  than  75 

24 

16,  527,  384 

13 

688,  641 

11, 177 

68 

51.0 

2,026 

18 

1 Population  totals  were  accumulated  from  county  population  figures  published  in:  Population,  First  Series,  U.  S.  Summary,  table  17,  Sixteenth  Census  of  the  United  States,  1940* 

2 Active  non-Federal  physician  counts  for  1940  were  obtained  by  tabulating  data  for  individual  physicians  listed  in  the  1940  American  Medical  Directory.  Physicians  listed  as 
retired  or  otherwise  not  in  practice  and  those  employed  by  a Federal  agency  were  excluded  from  the  totals. 


Physician -Population  Ratios  As  Measures  of  Adequacy 


Evidence  of  such  wide  discrepancies  in  provisions  for 
medical  care  in  the  various  regions  emphasizes  the  need  for 
some  yardstick  to  measure  the  extent  to  which  physicians 
might  be  utilized  in  different  communities.  A review  of 
recent  literature  reveals  that  opinions  as  to  the  number  of 
physicians  required  to  provide  adequate  medical  care  vary 
widely  both  within  and  without  the  medical  profession. 
Many  writers  have  discussed  the  subject  generally  (14), 
(15),  (16),  (17),  (18),  (19),  (20),  (21). 

Others  have  actually  presented  selected  physician  ratios 
as  standards  of  adequacy.  Perhaps  the  most  thorough  of 
these  is  a study  of  requirements  for  general  practitioners  as 
well  as  specialists  by  Lee  and  Jones  (22)  which  was  pub- 
lished about  15  years  ago  as  part  of  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Costs  of  Medical  Care.  Their  report  indi- 
cates that  142  physicians  per  100,000  persons  would  be 
necessary  to  provide  all  persons  with  essential  medical  care. 
The  142  physicians  would  consist  of  116  general  prac- 


titioners and  26  physicians  engaged  in  the  practice  of  the 
various  medical  specialties.  Numerous  studies  initiated 
since  that  time  have  utilized  the  physician-population 
ratios  which  the  Committee  set  up  to  estimate  physician 
requirements. 

Some  writers  have  adopted  ratios  based  upon  professional 
opinion  and  judgment  which  are  somewhat  different  from 
those  prepared  by  Lee  and  Jones.  In  the  1945  Hospital 
Review  published  by  the  American  Hospital  Association 
(23),  it  was  suggested  that  from  18  to  20  physicians,  of 
whom  3 to  5 might  be  specialists,  would  be  needed  to  serve 
20,000  to  25,000  persons.  It  was  assumed,  however,  that 
facilities  in  more  fully  developed  hospital  and  medical 
centers  would  be  available  to  provide  the  rare  and  highly 
developed  specialty  services.  A plan  for  group  practice 
outlined  by  the  Clarks  (24)  would  allow  25  physicians,  11  of 
whom  might  be  either  full  or  part-time  specialists,  for 
20,000  persons.  As  the  group  increases  in  size,  they 
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Figure  6. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  per  100,000  population  in  tentative  broad  health  service  regions  within  each  State,  1940 


anticipate  that  more  of  the  specialists  will  be  able  to  devote 
full  time  to  the  practice  of  their  specialty,  and  consequently, 
a greater  proportion  of  general  physicians  would  be  needed 
to  take  over  routine  medical  duties.  Pastore  (25)  in  a 
report  to  the  Committee  on  Future  Plans  of  the  New  \ork 
Hospital  and  Cornell  University  Medical  College  pointed 
out  that  a group  of  40,000  persons  might  need  as  many  as  66 
physicians;  more  than  half  of  these  would  be  engaged  in 
some  type  of  specialty  service.  He  assumed,  however,  that 
the  services  of  many  specialists  are  too  limited  for  a clientele 
of  40.000  persons  so  that  possibly  as  many  as  half  of  the 
staff  would  be  on  a part-time  specialty  basis. 

Because  of  wide  differences  in  estimates  of  needs  for 
physicians  derived  by  various  writers  largely  from  theo- 
retical considerations,  the  authors  sought  criteria  based  on 
actual  experience  which  might  serve  as  measures  of  ade- 
quacy. As  a first  step  in  obtaining  figures  reflecting  actual 
utilization  of  physicians,  the  126  provisional  health  service 


regions  were  arrayed  from  high  to  low  on  the  basis  of  active 
non-Federal  physician -population  ratios  in  1940.  Popula- 
tion data  for  these  regions  were  then  accumulated  and 
physician  totals  prepared  to  indicate  the  number  of 
physicians  serving  different  sections  of  the  population  in 
1940.  It  was  found  that  one  quarter  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  United  States  in  1940  were  located  in  regions  that 
maintained  146  or  more  physicians  per  100,000  population; 
about  one  third  were  in  regions  that  had  136  or  more 
physicians  per  100,000  population;  and  almost  one  half 
of  the  population  of  the  United  States  in  1940  were  located 
in  regions  in  which  ratios  of  118  or  more  prevailed.  Use 
of  these  three  ratios  as  minimum  measures  of  adequacy 
indicates  that  additional  physicians  numbering  41,947, 
32,256,  or  18,422  would  have  been  needed  in  1940  to  have 
brought  active  non-Federal  physician-population  ratios  in 
low  supply  areas  up  to  146,  136,  or  118  per  100,000  popula- 
tion, respectively. 


Estimates  of  Active  Non-Federal  Physician  Utilization  in  1960 


If  it  may  be  assumed  that  equalizing  opportunities  for 
medical  service  at  some  selected  level  is  desirable,  estimates 
may  be  projected  into  future  years  and  training  programs 
set  up  that  will  implement  the  objectives.  As  a target 
year  for  preparing  estimates  and  indicating  possible  loca- 
tion patterns  of  medical  service,  the  year  1960  was  selected. 
This  allows  time  to  effect,  at  least  in  part,  some  of  the 
adjustments  that  may  seem  appropriate.  Since  physician 
projections  are  based  on  the  population  of  service  regions 
previously  described,  preparation  of  regional  population 
estimates  was  necessary  before  physician  figures  for  1960 
could  be  computed.  Current  population  data  are  limited 
to  State  and  national  totals.  No  State  figures  are  available 
for  1960  although  a variety  of  national  population  estimates 
ranging  from  150,000.000  to  162,000.000  have  been  pub- 
lished by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  (26)  on  the  basis  of 
different  assumptions  of  mortality,  fertility,  and  immigra- 
tion. Current  high  birth  rates  suggest  that  the  higher 
forecasts  of  population  will  most  closely  approximate  what 
may  be  expected  in  1960. 

In  our  preparation  of  regional  estimates,  we  first  approxi- 
mated 1948  regional  totals  by  allowing  each  tentative  health 
service  area  the  same  proportion  of  the  State  population 
total  in  1948  as  it  had  in  1940.  ^ e then  prepared  1960 

estimates  for  States  and  regions  by  projection  on  the 
assumption  that  trends  which  characterized  the  1930  to 
1940  period  in  each  area  would  prevail  during  the  12  years 
following  1948.  The  resulting  total  of  156,786,000  is  being 
used  as  an  estimate  of  the  1960  civilian  population.  This 
number  w as  raised  to  158,286,000  by  the  addition  of  1,500,000 
for  the  armed  forces  to  reflect  total  population  for  the  coun- 
try.10 The  over-all  population  estimate  falls  somewhat 

10  The  authorized  armed  strength  for  1948  was  used  as  an  approximation  of  military 
personnel  in  I960. 


above  the  midpoint  between  the  high  and  low  1960  fore- 
casts for  the  country  released  by  the  United  States  Bureau 
of  the  Census. 

Estimates  of  the  number  of  physicians  that  the  civilian 
population  might  use,  if  available  by  1960,  were  prepared 
as  outlined  below’,  using  the  three  measures  of  adequacy 
previously  described.  For  convenience  in  referring  to  these 
procedures,  they  have  been  designated  as  methods  A,  B,  and 
C.  In  general,  each  method  involves  the  application  of 
one  of  the  measures  of  adequacy  to  the  estimated  1960 
civilian  population  of  each  region.  Areas,  however,  which 
in  1940  maintained  more  physicians  relative  to  population 
than  the  selected  standard  are  allowed  the  same  physician 
ratio  that  they  had  in  1940.  It  was  assumed  that  few,  if 
any,  of  these  areas  would  in  actuality  experience  a loss. 

For  method  A,  the  authors  assumed  that  inhabitants  of 
each  broad  health  service  region  in  the  country  might  even- 
tually use  146  physicians  per  100,000  population,  the 
minimum  ratio  among  the  12  top  regions  which  in  1940 
contained  a quarter  of  the  Nation's  population.  Applica- 
tion of  this  ratio  to  the  estimated  1960  civilian  population 
of  each  of  the  114  regions  which  had  lower  resources  in 
1940  leads  to  a 1960  physician  requirement  of  171,119  for 
the  group.  Physician  estimates  for  the  12  regions  with 
greater  physician  resources  in  1940  were  computed  by  allow- 
ing the  1960  estimated  population  of  each  of  these  regions 
their  respective  1940  physician  ratios.  By  accumulating 
the  results  of  such  calculations  a total  of  70,053  is  obtained. 
Combination  of  these  2 estimates  indicates  an  active  non- 
Federal  physician  total  of  241,172  for  the  country  in  1960. 

Estimates  according  to  method  B were  prepared  in  a 
comparable  manner.  All  regions  in  the  country  were 
allowed  a physician  ratio  of  136,  the  minimum  available  in 
1940  to  the  16  regions  containing  the  third  of  the  Nation's 
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population  best  supplied  with  physicians.  No  region, 
however,  was  allowed  a physician  ratio  lower  than  the  one 
prevailing  in  that  area  in  the  base  year.  Such  computa- 
tions imply  a physician  total  of  229,785,  (140,352  + 89,433) 
for  1960.  Finally,  for  method  C it  was  assumed  that  the 
physician  ratio  of  118,  the  lowest  one  maintained  among  the 
top  37  regions  containing  half  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
United  States  might  represent  a minimum  for  the  rest  of  the 
country.  The  result  obtained  from  the  application  of  this 


ratio  to  the  1960  population  estimates  for  regions  with  ratios 
below  118  in  1940  plus  the  estimate  for  the  37  regions  based 
on  1940  ratios  gives  a total  of  213,532,  (90,822  + 122,710). 
In  order  to  illustrate  a pattern  of  physician  distribution  as 
well  as  to  indicate  the  magnitude  of  such  estimates  locally, 
active  non-Federal  physician  totals  for  1960  derived  from  the 
use  of  these  three  methods  are  presented  in  appendix  table 
II  for  the  broad  health  service  regions  outlined  within  each 
State. 


Active  Non-Federal  Specialist  Estimates  for  1960 


In  a previous  section,  it  has  been  pointed  out  that  in  1940 
the  number  of  specialists  in  relation  to  all  physicians 
varied  from  region  to  region.  In  general,  regions  with 
more  generous  physician  resources  maintained  somewhat 
greater  concentrations  of  specialists.  In  seeking  some 
measure  to  be  used  in  preparing  specialist  estimates  for 
1960,  the  authors  investigated  data  for  1940  which  would 
reflect  use  of  such  medical  personnel  in  groups  of  regions  not 
affected  by  extremes  in  physician  resources.  Within  regions 
which  contained  the  middle  half  of  the  United  States  popula- 
tion in  the  array  based  on  active  non-Federal  physician 
ratios,  22  percent  of  the  physicians  limited  their  practice  to 
a specialty.  Corresponding  percentages  for  the  designated 
types  of  specialty  practice  are  shown  below: 


All  specialists 22.  0 


Ophthalmologists  and  otorhinolaryngologists 4.  8 

Surgeons 4.  1 

Internists 3.8 

Obstetricians  and  gynecologists 1.4 

Pediatricians 1.  4 

Psychiatrists  and  neurologists 1.2 

Urologists 1.0 

Radiologists  and  roentgenologists 1.0 

Orthopedists 7 

Dermatologists  and  syphilologists 6 

Pathologists  and  bacteriologists 6 

Anesthesiologists 2 

Tuberculosis  specialists 4 

Public  health  specialists 8 


These  percentages  were  adopted  as  measures  of  specialist 
use  in  preparing  1960  estimates  of  such  personnel  for 
methods  A,  B,  and  C.  To  estimate  specialists  for  method 
A,  regions  with  rank  numbers  1 to  12  in  the  array  (as  in  the 
case  of  all  physicians)  were  allowed  in  1960,  proportionately, 
as  many  physicians  in  the  several  types  of  practice  as 
prevailed  in  these  areas  in  1940.  (See  appendix  table  I 
for  the  specialist  distribution  of  a given  region  in  1940.) 
Within  all  other  regions,  however,  it  was  assumed  that 
22  percent  of  the  1960  active  non-Federal  physician  total 
would  be  specialists.  The  distribution  of  these  specialist 
totals  by  type  of  practice  was  determined  by  applying  the 
above  set  of  percentages  to  the  1960  physician  estimates 
of  regions  13  to  126.  In  all,  55,185  specialists  (17,539  + 
37,646)  were  estimated  for  the  United  States  in  1960  for 


this  method.  The  number  of  physicians  in  each  type  of 
practice  that  might  be  used  in  the  United  States  by  1960 
are  summarized  in  table  4. 

Table  4. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged 
in  different  types  of  practice  in  1940  and  corresponding 
estimates  of  such  physicians  for  the  civilian  population  in 
1960 


Active  non-Federal  physicians 

Physician  designation 

1940 

Estimates  for  1960  according 
to  method 

total  1 

A 

B 

c 

Total 

160,  480 

241, 172 

229,  785 

213,532 

General  practitioners 

124,  404 

185,  987 

176,  538 

163,  686 

Specialists 

36,  076 

55, 185 

53, 247 

49,  846 

Ophthalmologists  and  otorhino- 

laryngologists 

7,  508 

11,486 

10,  973 

10, 180 

Surgeons 

6,512 

9.  975 

9,  495 

8,911 

Internists 

6,  337 

9,  848 

9.  564 

9,  045 

Obstetricians  and  gynecologists.  . 

2,544 

3,884 

3,843 

3,614 

Pediatricians 

2,407 

3,611 

3,532 

3,316 

Psychiatrists  and  neurologists.  . . 

2,224 

3,  445 

3,353 

3, 170 

Urologists 

Radiologists  and  roentgenologists . 

1,695 

2,495 

2,412 

2,270 

1,542 

2,457 

2,364 

2, 193 

Orthopedists 

1,066 

1,732 

1,703 

1,571 

Dermatologists  and  syphilolo- 
gists   

972 

1,574 

1,524 

1,427 

Pathologists  and  bacteriologists.  . 

949 

1,522 

1,476 

1,377 

Anesthesiologists 

284 

516 

522 

490 

Tuberculosis  specialists 

601 

927 

916 

825 

Public  health  specialists 

1,435 

1,713 

1,570 

1,457 

1 Active  non-Federal  physician  counts  for'  1940  were  obtained  by  tabulating  data  for 
individual  physicians  listed  in  the  1940  American  Medical  Directory.  Physicians  listed 
as  retired  or  otherwise  not  in  practice  and  those  employed  by  a Federal  agency  were 
excluded  from  the  totals.  Only  those  physicians  who  indicated  that  their  practice  was 
limited  to  a particular  branch  of  medicine  are  classified  as  specialists.  All  other  physi- 
cians were  included  in  the  general  practitioner  total. 


A similar  procedure  was  followed  in  preparing  specialist 
estimates  for  the  other  two  cases.  For  the  B method,  the 
top  16  regions  of  the  array  and  for  the  C method,  the  top  37 
regions,  were  allowed  proportions  of  specialists  in  each  type 
of  practice  in  relation  to  all  physicians  that  characterized 
the  1940  count.  Specialist  estimates  by  type  of  practice  for 
"all  other  regions,”  in  both  instances,  were  obtained  by 
distributing  the  1960  active  non-Federal  physician  estimate 
of  that  group  according  to  the  same  percentages  applied  to 
the  "all  other  region”  category  for  method  A.  Such  calcu- 
lations lead  to  a specialist  total  for  method  B of  53,247, 
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(22,370  + 30,877)  and  for  method  C for  49,846,  (29,865  + 
19,981).  As  for  method  A,  physician  estimates  by  type  of 
practice  for  the  United  States  are  summarized  in  table  4. 
In  each  case,  the  difference  between  the  1960  active  non- 
Federal  physician  total  and  the  specialist  total  is  designated 
as  the  general  practitioner  estimate.  Regional  estimates  for 
specialists  and  general  practitioners  corresponding  to  the 
totals  for  active  non-Federal  physicians  which  appear  in 
appendix  table  II  may  readily  be  obtained  by  following  the 
estimation  procedures  described  above. 

In  order  to  prepare  more  localized  estimates,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  adjust  the  proportions  of  general  practitioners 
and  specialists  used  for  the  region  level.  Specialists,  par- 
ticularly, will  concentrate  in  large  hospital  centers  whereas 
general  practitioners,  some  of  whom  may  have  limited  com- 
petence within  a specialty,  will  provide  the  bulk  of  the  serv- 


ice available  locally  in  less  urban  areas.  If  it  ma\  be 
assumed  that  future  hospital  development  would  be  based 
on  a pattern  similar  to  the  one  described  in  general  terms 
earlier  in  this  bulletin,  then  possibly  specialist  location 
within  a broad  region  might  be  determined  in  terms  of  the 
underlying  factors  of  such  a hospital  coordination  scheme. 
The  hospital  center  of  the  primary  district  within  a broad 
service  region  of  a State  would  be  expected  to  supply  the 
extra  facilities  and  personnel  necessary  to  provide  people  of 
the  subsidiary  areas  with  special  medical  and  surgical 
services  beyond  the  resources  of  peripheral  institutions. 
Consequently,  under  such  an  arrangement  all  types  of 
specialty  practice  would  be  represented  in  primary  hospital 
centers,  whereas  subsidiary  hospital  centers  of  a region 
would  have  only  the  types  of  specialists  compatible  with 
actual  need  and  extent  of  hospital  facilities. 


Total  Number  of  Physicians  for  1960 — Estimates  Based  on  Use 


The  physician  estimates  discussed  in  the  previous  section 
are  active  totals  prepared  for  the  civilian  population  only. 
In  addition  to  these,  provision  must  be  made  for  general 
physicians  and  specialists  employed  by  Federal  Government 
agencies  such  as  National  Defense,  Veterans  Administration, 
and  the  Public  Health  Service.  Also  some  account  would 
have  to  be  taken  of  non-Federal  and  Federal  physicians 
who  in  1960  would  be  retired  or  not  engaged  in  active 
practice.  Present  indications  point  to  the  fact  that  20,000 


physicians  11  will  be  required  for  Federal  agencies.  Further- 
more, it  is  expected  that  as  many  as  11,000  physicians,12 
non-Federal  and  Federal,  will  be  retired  or  otherwise  not 
in  practice.  The  over-all  total  for  the  United  States  w ould, 
therefore,  need  to  be  expanded  to  272,172  physicians 
(241,172  + 20,000  + 11,000)  if  the  first  method  of  estimation 
is  used;  260,785  physicians  (229,785  + 20,000+11,000)  if  the 
second  procedure  is  employed;  and  244,532  physicians  (213,- 
532+20,000+11,000)  if  the  third  approach  is  considered. 


Physician  Counts  in  the  Territories 


Estimates  of  the  number  of  phy  sicians  that  might  be  used 
in  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands 
have  not  been  prepared  for  presentation  in  this  report.  Phy- 
sician and  population  totals  for  the  Territories  in  1940  were 
as  follows: 


Total  physicians 

Territory 

Population 

Number 

Per  100.000 
population 

Alaska 

72, 524 

74 

102 

Hawaii 

423, 330 

455 

107 

Puerto  Rico 

1,869,255 

473 

25 

Virgin  Islands 

24,  889 

14 

56 

It  is  evident  that  the  number  of  physicians  available  for 
a given  unit  of  population  in  each  of  the  several  Territories 
was  much  less  than  the  ratio  of  133  per  100,000  population 
(see  table  1)  which  characterized  the  48  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  in  1940.  For  the  most  part,  these 


physicians  are  graduates  of  medical  schools  in  the  conti- 
nental United  States.  It  seems  likely,  therefore,  that  re- 
cruitment to  replace  losses  from  the  profession  and  to  bring 
about  any  needed  increase  will  be  drawn  from  graduates  of 
these  same  schools. 

Careful  study  of  special  problems  in  each  area  would 
have  to  be  made  to  determine  future  needs.  Therefore  it 
has  not  seemed  appropriate  to  estimate  physicians  likely 
to  be  used  in  the  Territories  in  terms  of  criteria  employed 
for  the  States.  Any  estimates  of  additional  physicians 
needed  for  such  areas  would  have  to  be  added  to  the  total 
number  of  new  physicians  estimated  for  the  continental 
United  States  by  1960  unless  medical  schools  are  established 
in  the  Territories. 

11  It  has  not  been  possible  to  obtain  official  estimates  of  1960  peace-time  physician 
requirements  for  the  several  Federal  agencies.  However,  on  the  basis  of  such  informa- 
tion as  could  be  obtained,  20.000  seemed  to  be  a reasonable  figure  to  use  in  building  up 
estimates  of  total  physician  requirements. 

12  This  figure  represents  the  difference  between  the  total  physician  forecast  for  1960 
and  the  estimated  number  of  active  physicians  at  that  time.  The  latter  total  was  ap- 
proximated by  using  formula  5 in  appendix  B of  an  article  by  Pennell  (27)  on  methods 
for  estimating  physician  resources. 
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Total  Physician  Forecast  for  1960 


Some  insight  into  the  possibility  that  physician  totals 
may  reach  levels  commensurate  with  estimates  of  use  in 
1960  can  be  obtained  from  a projection  based  on  present 
trends.  The  physician  group  in  1960  will  be  composed  of 
survivors  from  the  physicians  listed  in  the  1940  Directory, 
from  physicians  who  entered  the  profession  between  1940 
and  the  present,  and  from  new  physicians  who  will  be 
added  in  the  ensuing  11  years.  From  among  the  first  cate- 
gory mentioned,  the  175,146  physicians,  only  97,338  13  are 
likely  to  survive  until  1960. 

Precise  counts  of  physicians  who  entered  the  ranks  of  the 
profession  from  1940  to  the  present  are  not  available.  Dur- 
ing the  period  from  1940  to  1948,  some  53,995  students  (28) 
were  graduated  from  approved  medical  schools  in  the  United 
States.14  In  addition,  approximately  8,497  graduates  15  from 
medical  training  facilities  other  than  approved  schools  in 
the  United  States  were  licensed  to  practice  medicine  on  the 
basis  of  State  examinations  between  1940  and  1948.  Pre- 
sumably, most  of  these  represent  further  additions  to  the 
profession.  It  is  thus  evident  that  a total  of  about  62,452 
physicians  has  accrued  since  1940.  Adjustment  for  ex- 
pected losses  indicates  that  approximately  57,763  will  sur- 
vive to  1960. 

An  approximation  of  new  physicians  who  may  be  added 
in  the  11 -year  interval  between  1948  and  1960  has  been 
built  up  as  a composite  of  several  subestimates.  Enroll- 
ments in  recognized  medical  schools  for  the  first,  second, 
and  third  year  classes  of  the  1947-48  session  (the  latest 
year  for  which  enrollment  figures  by  classes  are  available) 
suggest  a total  of  about  16,487  graduates  for  1949,  1950, 
and  1951  combined.  The  assumption  that  output  each 
year  from  these  same  schools  will  continue  at  the  anticipated 
1951  level  of  5,800  implies  46,400  graduates  for  the  follow- 
ing 8 years.  New  medical  schools  recently  proposed  (29), 
if  established,  may  train  some  3,000  additional  physicians. 
Accumulation  of  these  totals  indicates  that  65,887  medical 
students  may  be  graduated  from  approved  schools  in  the 
United  States  by  1960.  If  it  is  assumed  that  approximately 
700  16  individuals  from  all  other  sources  would  be  licensed 
annually,  then  the  estimated  count  of  new  physicians  would 

13  Survivors  were  estimated  by  adjusting  1940  physician  totals  on  the  basis  of  the 
1930-39  mortality  experience  for  white  males  according  to  the  procedure  outlined 
by  Pennell  (27)  in  an  article  on  methods  for  estimating  physician  resources.  Use  of 
similar  life  tables  based  upon  more  current  experience  would  have  resulted  in  some 
slight  increase  in  the  estimated  number  of  survivors  in  1960.  Average  mortality  rates 
for  the  1939-41  interval  would  indicate  a gain  of  about  1.8  percent  in  the  total. 
Abridged  life  tables  recently  published  for  1945  suggest  a somewhat  greater  increase. 

14  Students  graduated  in  1940  were  included  in  this  total  since  these  physicians  were 
not  listed  in  the  1940  Directory. 

15  Data  published  annually  in  the  State  Board  Number  of  the  Journal  of  the  Ameri- 
can Medical  Association  indicate  that  over  the  period  from  1940  to  1948  approximately 
944  graduates  of  unapproved  medical  schools  in  the  United  States,  osteopathic  schools, 
Canadian,  and  other  foreign  medical  schools  were  licensed  each  year  on  the  basis  of 
examination  while  about  266  were  licensed  on  the  basis  of  reciprocity  and  endorse- 
ment. In  projecting  figures  it  has  been  assumed  that  the  former  group  for  the  most 
part  represent  new  additions  to  the  medical  profession  in  the  year  they  were  licensed. 
The  latter  group  presumably  were  considered  additions  when  first  licensed  to  practice 
as  "licensure  by  reciprocity”  merely  means  relicensing  in  another  State. 

16  During  the  last  few  years  about  700  physicians  per  year,  from  sources  other  than 
approved  medical  schools  in  the  United  States,  were  licensed  to  practice  medicine 
through  examination. 


be  increased  by  7,700  recruits  to  73,587.  Anticipated  losses 
would  reduce  this  figure  to  about  72,018  survivors  in  1960. 

Addition  of  survivors  from  the  three  sources  referred  to, 
namely,  1940  physicians,  individuals  who  have  entered  the 
profession  since  that  date,  and  estimated  new  recruits 
who  may  enter  the  profession  during  the  11  years  following 
1948  leads  to  a total  of  some  227,119  physicians  (97,338  + 
57,763  + 72,018)  by  1960  as  contrasted  with  corresponding 
numbers  of  175,146  in  1940  and  199,755  in  1948.  This 
forecast  for  1960  assumes  a survival  pattern  equivalent  to 
that  reflected  by  the  1930  to  1939  mortality  experience  for 
white  males.  Somewhat  more  favorable  mortality  rates 
have  characterized  the  years  from  1939  to  1941,  and  the 
use  of  such  rates  would  expand  the  forecast  by  a little  over 
1 percent.  Abridged  life  tables  recently  released  for  1945 
suggest  even  further  gain  in  life  expectancy,  but  survival 
tables  are  not  available  in  sufficient  detail  to  permit  cal- 
culation of  the  extent  of  this  increase. 

If  the  several  estimates  made  regarding  possible  new  en- 
trants to  the  profession  between  1948  and  1960  materialize, 
the  over-all  physician  ratio  will  reach  143  per  100,000  popu- 
lation in  1960  as  compared  with  133  in  1940  and  137  in 
1948.  (See  table  1.)  Projections  of  possible  physician  use 
in  1960  ranging  from  244,532  to  272,172  imply  ratios  rang- 
ing from  154  to  172  physicians  per  100,000  population. 
Continued  expansion  in  physician  totals,  equivalent  to  that 
which  is  anticipated  in  the  period  from  1948  to  1960,  would 
be  required  for  some  two  decades  beyond  1960  to  attain 
even  the  lower  ratio. 

Comparison  of  the  foregoing  estimates  of  possible  physi- 
cian utilization  with  a forecast  of  physician  resources  in 
1960  provides  several  measures  of  the  deficit  which  may 
be  expected.  The  first  procedure  for  estimating  physician 
use  in  1960 — using  146  physicians  per  100,000  population 
as  a minimum  measure  of  adequacy  and  making  appropriate 
adjustments  for  Federal  and  retired  physicians — would 
lead  to  a total  of  272,172.  The  physician  forecast  for  1960 
of  227,119  falls  about  45,053  short  of  that  goal.  A similar 
projection  based  on  a ratio  of  136  for  the  civilian  population 
indicates  a total  of  about  260,785  physicians.  This  esti- 
mate would  mean  a deficit  of  33,666.  The  third  method 
followed  in  estimating  physician  use — applying  a ratio  of 
118  to  the  civilian  population  in  areas  with  low  physician 
resources — would  result  in  a total  of  244,532  physicians. 
The  deficit  in  this  case  would  be  17,413. 

If  recruitment  of  larger  numbers  of  physicians  by  1960 
were  desirable,  such  efforts  would  necessarily  be  limited 
to  the  7 years  prior  to  1960.  Obviously,  there  is  no  way 
to  increase  the  number  of  graduates  from  approved  schools 
(the  major  source  of  physicians)  before  1953  since  the 
class  from  which  1952  graduates  will  be  drawn  has  already 
completed  its  first  year  of  medical  training.  Any  attempt 
to  meet  these  estimated  deficits  in  7 years  would  imply 
from  17,413  to  45,053  additions  to  the  ranks  of  the  medical 
profession  above  the  47,647  new  physicians  expected  between 
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con- 


1953  and  1960.  In  fact,  even  if  another  decade  were  al- 
lowed to  take  care  of  expected  deficits,  present  medical 

Total  Specialists — Estimates  of  Requirements 
and  a Forecast  of  Resources  in  1960 

The  outlook  regarding  the  availability  of  specialists  would 
appear  to  be  quite  different  from  that  for  total  physicians. 
There  were  36,880  who  limited  their  practice  to  a specialty- 
in  1940;  804  of  whom  were  in  Federal  service.  To  project 
the  total  number  of  specialists  that  might  be  used  in  1960. 
an  allowance  of  3,355  for  Federal  agencies  was  added  to 
each  of  the  civilian  population  goals  (see  table  4)  raising 
these  figures  to  58,540,  56,602,  and  53,201,  respectively. 
The  estimate  of  3,355  was  approximated  by  assuming  that 
proportionately  as  many  of  the  20,000  physicians  who 
might  be  in  Federal  service  by  1960  would  be  in  each  desig- 
nated specialist  category  as  characterized  the  1940  Federal 
physician  count  of  4,793.  Such  levels,  however,  are  not 
beyond  reasonable  expectancy  if  previous  trends  continue. 
There  was  a net  increase  of  10,124  specialists  from  1934  to 
1940  or  an  average  of  1,688  per  year.  Assuming  this  trend 
continues  throughout  the  period,  then  33,760  new  specialists 
will  have  been  added  to  the  36,880  and  thus,  70,640  special- 
ists might  be  expected  by  1960.  In  all  but  one  category, 
tuberculosis,  specialist  numbers  in  1960  may  actually  be  in 
excess  of  the  several  estimates  obtained  for  that  year  by 
employing  the  methods  outlined  earlier  in  the  bulletin. 
(See  table  5.) 


training  facilities  would  still  have  to  be  expanded 
siderably. 


Table  5. — Total  number  of  specialists  in  1940.  estimates  of 
the  number  whose  services  might  be  used  by  1960.  and  spe- 
cialist forecasts  for  1960 , by  type  of  practice 


Total  specialists 

Specialist  designation 

1940 

nu  in- 

Estimate!*  for  1960  ac- 
cording to  method  2 

I960 

ber  1 

A 

B 

c 

cast  3 

Total 

36.  880 

58,  540 

56,  602 

53.201 

70,  640 

Ophthalmologists  and  otorhino- 

laryngologists 

7,  608 

11,903 

1 1 . 390 

10,  597 

11,968 

Surgeons 

6,  645 

10,  530 

10.  050 

9,  466 

12,  845 

Internists 

6.  449 

10.315 

10.031 

9.512 

13.  109 

Obstetricians  and  gynecologists  . 

2.551 

3,913 

3,872 

3.643 

5,411 

Pediatricians 

2.416 

3.649 

3,570 

3.354 

4,  696 

Psychiatrists  and  neurologists. 

2,400 

4, 180 

4,  088 

3,905 

5,  060 

Urologists 

Radiologists  and  roentgenolo- 

1.723 

2,612 

2,529 

2.387 

2,723 

gists 

1.589 

2,653 

2.  560 

2,389 

2,989 

Orthopedists 

Dermatologists  and  syphilolo- 

1 . 078 

1,  782 

1, 753 

1,621 

2.  2',:: 

gists 

974 

1.582 

1.532 

1,  435 

1,874 

Pathologists  and  bacteriologists. 

987 

1,681 

1,635 

1,536 

2.  107 

Anesthesiologists 

285 

520 

526 

494 

705 

Tuberculosis  specialists 

620 

1.006 

995 

904 

940 

Public  health  specialists 

1 , 555 

2,214 

2,071 

1,958 

3,955 

1 Totals  for  specialists  in  1940  include  non-Fetleral  specialists  (see  table  4)  and  those 
employed  by  the  various  Federal  agencies. 

2 The  specialist  objectives  for  1960  are.  in  each  case,  the  sum  of  the  estimates  for  the 
civilian  population  (see  table  4)  and  the  estimate  for  Federal  agencies. 

3 Forecasts  for  1960,  in  this  instance,  were  based  upon  the  average  annual  increase  in 
specialist  totals  which  characterized  the  United  States  during  the  period  1934-40. 


Summary 


The  authors  extended  the  use  of  health  service  area 
patterns,  originally  formulated  while  studying  needs  in  the 
general  hospital  field,  to  the  study  of  physician  require- 
ments. In  attempting  to  arrive  at  some  means  of  gauging 
civilian  use  of  physicians  in  the  future,  the  authors  investi- 
gated the  actual  experience  of  certain  portions  of  the  popula- 
tion in  the  base  year,  1940.  One  quarter  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  United  States  were  located  in  regions  which  had  146 
or  more  physicians  per  100,000  population  in  1940;  one 
third  of  the  population  were  located  in  regions  in  which 
physician  ratios  of  136  or  more  prevailed;  and  a group  of 
regions  which  contained  half  of  the  population  of  the 
United  States  maintained  physician  ratios  of  118  or  more. 
Estimates  of  the  number  of  physicians  that  might  be  used  in 
1960  were  prepared  by  allowing  each  region,  in  turn,  the 
minimum  physician  ratio  available  to  the  three  designated 
segments  of  the  population  but  in  no  instance  lowering  the 
physician  ratio  of  a region  that  had  a higher  ratio  in  1940. 
Such  computations  resulted  in  1960  active  non-Federal 
physician  estimates  of  241,172,  229,785,  and  213,532, 
respectively.  In  order  to  illustrate  a pattern  of  phy  sician 
location,  three  series  of  estimates  corresponding  to  these 


totals  were  prepared  for  the  several  tentative  health  service 
regions  in  each  State.  (See  appendix  table  II). 

To  obtain  over-all  estimates  for  the  United  States,  each 
of  the  three  active  non-Federal  physician  estimates  was 
adjusted  upwards  to  allow  for  phy  sician  needs  in  the  various 
Federal  agencies  and  to  take  account  of  those  who  would 
be  retired  or  not  in  practice  by  1960.  The  resulting  totals 
of  physicians  who  might  be  used  if  available  by  1960  are 
272,172,  260,785,  and  244,532,  respectively.  These  esti- 
mates of  possible  physician  utilization  in  1960  were  then 
compared  with  anticipated  physician  resources  by  that 
time.  Indications,  at  present,  are  that  graduates  from 
existing  recognized  medical  training  facilities  in  the  United 
States  plus  recruits  from  other  sources  will  result  in  at  most 
227,119  physicians  by  1960,  an  increase  of  some  27,364 
above  the  199,755  in  1948.  Thus,  it  is  apparent  that 
estimates  of  future  physician  use  are  far  in  excess  of 
anticipated  resources  in  1960. 

While  current  trends  indicate  a 1960  physician  count 
considerably  below  the  various  over-all  physician  estimates 
for  that  year,  the  1960  forecast  for  specialists  is  about 
70,640  as  contrasted  with  estimates  of  possible  specialist 
use  of  58,540,  56,602,  and  53,201. 
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APPENDIX 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interest*!/ 

region, 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

district, 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

Health 

ers!/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

UNITED  STATES 

160,480 

124,404 

36,076 

7,508 

6,512 

6,337 

2,544 

2,407 

2,224 

1,695 

1,542 

1,066 

972 

949 

284 

601 

1,435 

ALABAMA 

* 

1,878 

1,488 

390 

70 

68 

54 

21 

30 

8 

24 

11 

7 

8 

5 

1 

4 

79 

BIRMINGHAM  REGION 

1,136 

896 

240 

45 

44 

40 

15 

18 

7 

18 

6 

5 

3 

4 

1 

2 

32 

Primary  district: 

Birmingham  District 

563 

401 

162 

26 

35 

31 

14 

14 

3 

15 

6 

5 

3 

3 

1 

2 

4 

Jefferson 

50S 

350 

159 

26 

35 

31 

14 

14 

3 

15 

6 

5 

3 

3 

1 

2 

1 

Bibb 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Blount 

10 

9 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

■St#  Clair 

15 

15 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Shelby 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Gadsden  District 

104 

87 

17 

3 

4 

5 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

4 

Etowah 

54 

42 

12 

3 

4 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cherokee 

7 

6 

1 

- 

. 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

De  Kalb 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Marshall 

24 

21 

3 

- 

* 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Jasper  District 

109 

99 

10 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5 

Walker 

40 

36 

4 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Cullman 

18 

16 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Fayette 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Lamar 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Marion 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

V/ ins  ton 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tuscaloosa  District 

94 

78 

16 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

2 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

. 

. 

4 

Tuscalcosa 

57 

44 

13 

3 

_ 

1 

- 

2 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Greene 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Hale 

13 

12 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Pickens 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

| Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Anniston  District 

54 

47 

7 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

2 

Calhoun 

50 

44 

6 

3 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cleburne 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Huntsville  District 

101 

91 

10 

4 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5 

Madison 

36 

32 

4 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Jackson 

20 

19 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Limestone 

16 

14 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Morgan 

29 

26 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Sheffield  District 

74 

59 

15 

3 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5 

Colbert 

20 

16 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Franklin 

17 

15 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Lauderdale 

29 

21 

8 

2 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lawrence 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Talladega  District 

37 

34 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

3 

Talladega 

24 

23 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clay 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Coosa 

4 

3 

1 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

1 

MOBILE  REGION 

215 

168 

47 

8 

7 

5 

1 

6 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

10 

Primary  district: 

Mobile  District 

137 

97 

40 

8 

6 

4 

1 

6 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

5 

Mobile 

117 

79 

38 

8 

6 

4 

1 

6 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Baldwin 

14 

13 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Washington 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

ilsolated  districts: 

Jackson  District 

78 

71 

7 

_ 

1 

1 

. 

5 

Clarke 

16 

15 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Choctaw 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Escambia 

21 

18 

3 

- 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Monroe 

15 

14 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Sumter 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the 


counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

Gen- 

district. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

county 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion- 

ero*/ 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physicians.!/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mo logy 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

gery 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

<,1 « 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ALABAMA 

(Continued) 


MONTGOMERY  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Montgomery  District 
Montgomery 
Autauga 
Bullock 
Crenshaw 
Elmore 
Lowndes 

Secondary  districts: 

Dothan  District 
Houston 
Dale 
Geneva 
Henry 

Selma  District 
Dallas 
Chilton 
Marengo 
Perry 
Wilcox 

Tuskegee  District 
Macon 
Lee 

Russell 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Alexander  City  District 
Tallapoosa 
Chambers 
Randolph 

Greenville  District 
Butler 
Conecuh 
Covington 

Troy  District 
Pike 
Barbour 
Coffee 


527  424  103 


161  105  56 

114  62  52 

8 7 1 

7 7 

10  9 1 

16  15  1 

6 5 1 


70  61  9 

30  24  6 

14  13  1 

17  16  1 

9 8 1 

100  88  12 

40  32  8 

16  15  1 

20  19  1 

11  10  1 

13  12  1 

48  41  7 

17  16  1 

21  16  5 

10  9 1 


49  44  5 

16  15  1 

16  14  2 

17  15  2 

47  38  9 

15  11  4 

10  8 2 

22  19  3 

52  47  5 

18  17  1 

17  15  2 

17  15  2 


3 3 


3 1 

3 1 


1 

1 


12  1 


1 

1 


37 


15 

11 

1 

1 

1 

1 


4 
1 
1 
1 
1 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

1 

2 

1 


3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 


ARIZONA 


465  312  153 


33  20  36 


9 12  7 7 6 


4 13 


7 


| h 


8 ' 


PHOENIX  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Phoenix  District 
Maricopa 
Gila 
Pinal 
Yuma 

Secondary  districts: 

Fort  Defiance  District 
Apache 
Greenlee 
Navajo 

Tucson  District 
Pima 
Cochise 
Graham 
Santa  Cruz 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Prescott  District 
Yavapai 
Coconino 
Mohave 


465  312  153 


33  20  36 


9 12  7 7 


6 4 1 3 


243 

163 

194 

118 

19 

17 

15 

14 

15 

14 

80 

76 

2 

1 

1 


21  9 15 

21  7 15 

2 


6 6 4 6 

6 6 3 6 

1 


3 2 1 1 

3 2 1 1 


21 

8 

5 

8 


19 

7 


4 

8 


1 


1 


152 

88 

64 

103 

45 

58 

29 

25 

4 

11 

10 

1 

9 

8 

1 

11  8 21  3521  32 

86  21  3521  32 

21-  - - 


49 

42 

7 

24 

19 

5 

15 

13 

2 

10 

10 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


7 


2 

2 


8 


4 

3 


1 


1 


1 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal 

physic  ians^/ 

State, 

Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion*} 

erajy 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rios 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lio 

Health 

ARKANSAS 

1,641 

1,425 

216 

46 

40 

36 

6 

10 

9 

7 

7 

5 

6 

3 

1 

4 

36 

HOT  SPRINGS  REGION 

450 

391 

59 

13 

10 

16 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

7 

Primary  district: 

Hot  Springs  District 

115 

87 

23 

6 

_ 

13 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

. 

1 

Garland 

96 

68 

28 

6 

_ 

13 

- 

_ 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

1 

Hot  Spring 

12 

12 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Montgomery 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

! Secondary  districts: 

Texarkana  District 

70 

50 

12 

3 

4 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ - 

_ 

_ 

2 

Miller 

28 

19 

9 

2 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Hempstead 

15 

13 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

. 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

Lafayette 

16 

16 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Little  River 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

El  Dorado  District 

126 

114 

12 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

3 

Union 

45 

38 

7 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ashley 

20 

19 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bradley 

13 

11 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Calhoun 

5 

5 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Columbia 

19 

18 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ouachita 

24 

23 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Arkadelphia  District 

93 

90 

3 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clark 

20 

20 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dallas 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Howard 

12 

12 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nevada 

14 

13 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pike 

10 

10 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Polk 

13 

12 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sevier 

15 

14 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dermott  District 

46 

42 

4 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

1 

Chicot 

19 

17 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Desha 

13 

12 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Drew 

14 

13 

1 

- 

" 

” 

“ 

“ 

“ 

" 

“ 

- 

1 

LITTLE  ROCK  REGION 

1,191 

1,034 

157 

33 

30 

20 

5 

8 

7 

5 

4 

4 

5 

2 

1 

4 

29 

Primary  district: 

Little  Rock  District 

348 

257 

91 

14 

17 

16 

4 

6 

7 

5 

3 

3 

4 

2 

1 

9 

Pulaski 

271 

184 

87 

13 

16 

16 

4 

6 

7 

5 

3 

3 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

7 

Faulkner 

32 

30 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Grant 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lonoke 

23 

23 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Perry 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Saline 

10 

8 

2 

" 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Fort  Smith  District 

134 

115 

19 

5 

4 

2 

. 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

Sebastian 

69 

55 

14 

5 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Crawford 

17 

16 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Franklin 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Logan 

29 

26 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Scott 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jonesboro  District 

153 

150 

13 

6 

3 

1 

3 

Craighead 

36 

32 

4 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Greene 

18 

18 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

23 

20 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lawrence 

21 

20 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Mississippi 

47 

42 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Poinsett 

18 

18 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

roposed-secondary  districts: 

Batesville  District 

39 

36 

3 

_ 

2 

1 

Independence 

19 

16 

3 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Izard 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sharp 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Stone 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ee  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


All 


Active  non-Federal  physicianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gery 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

ers±/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ARKANSAS 

(Continued) 


Fayetteville  District 

89 

83 

6 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Washington 

42 

38 

4 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Benton 

40 

38 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Madison 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

* 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Helena  District 

54 

49 

5 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Phillips 

29 

25 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Lee 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Monroe 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

1 

Pine  Bluff  District 

77 

70 

7 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Jefferson 

45 

39 

6 

1 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Arkansas 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cleveland 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

9 

9 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Russellville  District 

94 

88 

6 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

4 

Pope 

24 

22 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Conway 

16 

14 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

Johnson 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Newton 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Searcy 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Van  Buren 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yell 

21 

20 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Searcy  District 

59 

57 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

White 

31 

31 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cleburne 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Prairie 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Woodruff 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Forrest  City  District 

57 

55 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

St.  Francis 

21 

20 

1 

- 

- 

- ' 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Crittenden 

22 

21 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Cross 

14 

14 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

Harrison  District 

47 

44 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

2 

Boone 

16 

14 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Baxter 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Carroll 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fulton 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marion 

4 

4 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pocahontas  District 

30 

30 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

- 

- 

Randolph 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clay 

18 

18 

CALIFORNIA 

9,925 

7,294 

2,631 

524 

407 

506 

225 

184 

123 

148 

118 

106 

67 

74 

37 

52 

60 

FRESNO  REGION 

516 

432 

84 

21 

5 

12 

6 

8 

1 

8 

6 

5 

2 

1 

- 

4 

5 

Primary  district: 

Fresno  District 

274 

226 

48 

12 

1 

8 

3 

5 

_ 

4 

4 

3 

1 • 

1 

_ 

3 

3 

Fresno 

166 

124 

42 

10 

1 

7 

2 

5 

- 

4 

4 

3 

1 

1 

- 

2 

2 

Kings 

23 

23 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Madera 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mono 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tulare 

66 

61 

5 

2 

* 

1 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

French  Camp  District 

132 

104 

28 

4 

4 

4 

3 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

1 

. 

_ 

1 

1 

San  Joaquin 

123 

96 

27 

4 

4 

4 

3 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Alpine 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Calaveras 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

1 

" 

Merced  District 

41 

39 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Merced 

36 

34 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mariposa 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

” 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Modesto  District 

69 

63 

6 

3 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Stanislaus 

59 

53 

6 

3 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

i 

Tuolumne 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


20 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests!/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

* 

district. 

eral 

mology 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

and 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anea- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

• is 

Health 

era!/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

CALIFORNIA 

(Continued) 


LOS  ANGELES  REGION 

5,576 

4,037 

1,539 

322 

244 

307 

142 

101 

54 

79 

Primary  district: 

Los  Angeles  District 

4,675 

3,367 

1,308 

263 

217 

260 

127 

83 

43 

67 

Los  Angeles 

4,336 

3,079 

1,257 

244 

214 

255 

126 

74 

41 

65 

Kern 

115 

105 

10 

4 

1 

- 

- 

2 

- 

1 

Orange 

163 

130 

33 

11 

2 

5 

1 

5 

2 

1 

Ventura 

61 

53 

8 

4 

- 

- 

“ 

2 

- 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

San  Bernardino  District 

305 

251 

54 

20 

5 

6 

2 

4 

4 

6 

San  Bernardino 

188 

158 

30 

9 

2 

2 

1 

3 

4 

4 

Inyo 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Riverside 

108 

84 

24 

11 

3 

4 

1 

1 

- 

2 

San  Diego  District 

429 

312 

117 

28 

15 

23 

8 

9 

3 

6 

San  Diego 

395 

280 

115 

27 

15 

23 

8 

9 

3 

6 

Imperial 

34 

32 

2 

1 

“ 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Santa  Barbara  District 

167 

107 

60 

11 

7 

18 

5 

5 

4 

- 

Santa  Barbara 

130 

74 

56 

10 

5 

18 

5 

5 

4 

- 

San  Luis  Obispo 

37 

33 

4 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

SACRAMENTO  REGION 
Primary  district: 

448 

366 

82 

18 

19 

8 

4 

4 

2 

7 

Sacramento  District 

268 

200 

68 

14 

13 

7 

3 

4 

2 

5 

Sacramento 

195 

142 

53 

12 

8 

5 

3 

3 

2 

5 

Amador 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

El  Dorado 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Placer 

29 

23 

6 

- 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Sutter 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yolo 

25 

17 

8 

2 

3 

1 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Chico  District 

85 

77 

8 

3 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Butte 

44 

39 

5 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Colusa 

8 

7 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Glenn 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yuba 

19 

17 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Red  Bluff  District 

49 

46 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Tehama 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Plumas 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Shasta 

26 

23 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Grass  Valley  District 

22 

20 

2 

. 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nevada 

18 

16 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sierra 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Westwood  District 

24 

23 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Lassen 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Modoc 

7 

6 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

67  56 


57  51 

54  50 

1 

2 

1 


1 

1 


6 3 

6 3 


3 2 

3 2 


5 3 


5 3 

4 3 


1 


35 


29 

28 


1 


2 


2 

2 


43 


34 

32 

1 

1 


26 


25 

25 


32 

30 

29 

1 


31 


22 

20 

1 

1 


1 2 

1 

1 1 

1 3 

1 2 

1 


4 

3 

1 


3 


2 


5 


3 

3 


2 


2 


5 

3 


1 

1 


SAN  FRANCISCO  REGION 

3,385 

2,459 

926 

163 

139 

179 

Primary  district: 

San  Francisco  District 

2,699 

1,903 

796 

126 

124 

164 

San  Francisco 

1,712 

1,157 

555 

80 

98 

125 

Alameda 

772 

559 

213 

37 

23 

37 

Contra  Costa 

68 

65 

3 

2 

1 

- 

Marin 

52 

47 

5 

3 

- 

- 

San  Mateo 

95 

75 

20 

4 

2 

2 

Secondary  districts: 

Eureka  District 

75 

66 

9 

2 

4 

1 

Humboldt 

43 

36 

7 

2 

2 

1 

Del  Norte 

4 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

Siskiyou 

25 

24 

1 

- 

1 

- 

Trinity 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

73 

71 

66 

54 

40 

42 

28 

27 

11 

14 

19 

66 

61 

45 

51 

32 

41 

26 

25 

10 

12 

13 

43 

35 

29 

38 

19 

29 

19 

18 

9 

5 

8 

20 

23 

15 

13 

12 

10 

7 

6 

5 

5 

3 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


852299  0 - 49  -4 


21 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests:*/ 

region, 

dietriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

era*/ 

All 
type  8 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

g®ry 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lio 

Health 

CALIFORNIA 
(Continued ) 


Salinas  District 

97 

81 

16 

6 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Monterey 

87 

71 

16 

6 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

San  Benito 

10 

10 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

San  Jose  District 

299 

224 

75 

21 

8 

11 

5 

6 

8 

2 

5 

1 

2 

2 

_ 

1 

3 

Santa  Clara 

244 

174 

70 

18 

7 

11 

5 

6 

8 

2 

5 

1 

2 

2 

- 

1 

2 

Santa  Cruz 

55 

50 

5 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Santa  Rosa  District 

215 

185 

30 

8 

1 

1 

1 

2 

12 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

3 

Sonoma 

88 

74 

14 

5 

- 

1 

- 

2 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Lake 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mendocino 

30 

26 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Napa 

45 

36 

9 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Solano 

40 

37 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

COLORADO 

1,712 

1,288 

424 

102 

77 

75 

21 

23 

19 

22 

18 

13 

8 

21 

8 

10 

7 

COLORADO  SPRINGS  REGION 

354 

297 

57 

23 

4 

14 

1 

2 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

Primary  district: 

Colorado  Springs  District 

168 

122 

46 

14 

3 

14 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

El  Paso 

128 

85 

43 

12 

3 

14 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

Elbert 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

0 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fremont 

24 

21 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

Lincoln 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Teller 

5 

5 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Durango  District 

32 

31 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

La  Plata 

16 

15 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Archuleta 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dolores 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hinsdale 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Montezuma 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

San  Juan 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grand  Junction  District 

71 

65 

6 

4 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Mesa 

37 

32 

5 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Delta 

18 

17 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mont r 08e 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Salida  District 

31 

29 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Chaffee 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gunnison 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lake 

6 

5 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Park 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pitkin 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Saguache 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Alamosa  District 

36 

34 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

, 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Alamosa 

15  - 

13 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Conejos 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Costilla 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mineral 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rio  Grande 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

Burlington  District 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Kit  Carson 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cheyenne 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ouray  District 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ouray 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

San  Miguel 

4 

4 

DENVER  REGION 

1,179 

856 

323 

69 

62 

56 

19 

20 

12 

18 

16 

11 

6 

15 

6 

8 

5 

Primary  district: 

Denver  District 

901 

610 

291 

54 

56 

50 

19 

19 

12 

18 

13 

11 

6 

15 

5 

8 

5 

Denver 

845 

558 

287 

53 

55 

50 

19 

19 

11 

18 

13 

11 

6 

15 

5 

7 

5 

Adams 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Arapahoe 

21 

18 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Douglas 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jefferson 

22 

21 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 

State, 

Full -tine 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

distriot , 

eral 

mology 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Sur- 

nal 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gery 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

ersjy 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

6®ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

COLORADO 

(Continued) 

Secondary  districts: 


Boulder  District 

66 

56 

10 

5 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

_ 

Boulder 

61 

51 

10 

5 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

_ 

Gilpin 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grand 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greeley  District 

81 

70 

11 

6 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Weld 

69 

58 

11 

6 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morgan 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Fort  Collins  District 

49 

43 

6 

2 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Larimer 

47 

41 

6 

2 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

2 

2 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sterling  District 

42 

37 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

Logan 

17 

13 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Phillips 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sedgwick 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yuma 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Glenwood  Springs  District 

40 

40 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Garfield 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clear  Creek 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Eagle 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Moffat 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rio  Blanco 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Routt 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Summit 

2 

2 

“ 

" 

~ 

” 

“ 

“ 

- 

PUEBLO  REGION 

179 

135 

44 

10 

11 

5 

1 

1 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Primary  district: 


Pueblo  District 

113 

73 

40 

8 

9 

5 

1 

1 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Pueblo 

95 

56 

39 

7 

9 

5 

1 

1 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Crowley 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Custer 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Huerfano 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

La  Junta  District 

41 

38 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

Otero 

25 

23 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

Bent 

4 

4 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kiowa 

1 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Prowers 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Trinidad  District 

25 

24 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

las  Animas 

21 

20 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Baca 

4 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

CONNECTICUT 

2,375 

1,707 

668 

111 

104 

118 

45 

63 

63 

24 

25 

33 

20 

HARTFORD  REGION 

2,375 

1,707 

668 

111 

104 

118 

45 

63 

63 

24 

25 

33 

20 

Primary  district: 

Hartford  District 

871 

611 

260 

39 

38 

49 

17 

23 

29 

10 

7 

15 

7 

Hartford 

673 

441 

232 

34 

34 

47 

17 

22 

18 

10 

7 

14 

7 

Litchfield 

87 

81 

6 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Middlesex 

81 

63 

18 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

8 

_ 

1 

_ 

Tolland 

30 

26 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

New  Haven  District 

1,318 

955 

363 

61 

57 

65 

27 

39 

25 

13 

17 

17 

12 

New  Haven 

776 

553 

223 

32 

38 

43 

18 

23 

15 

7 

10 

12 

7 

Fairfield 

542 

402 

140 

29 

19 

22 

9 

16 

10 

6 

7 

5 

5 

New  London  District 

186 

141 

45 

11 

9 

4 

1 

1 

9 

1 

1 

1 

1 

New  London 

143 

104 

39 

10 

6 

4 

1 

1 

8 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

Windham 

43 

37 

6 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 


3 


1 


1 


15  5 18  24 


15  5 18 


6 

4 


2 


3 15 

3 13 

1 
1 


7 3 11  9 

4 1 7 6 

3 2 4 3 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Fed 
tentative  health  service  districts  an 


eral  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
d regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State, 

region. 

Gen- 

district, 

eral 

and 

prao- 

county 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-j 

ersi?/ 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physic iems^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

g®ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

DELAWARE 

318 

240 

78 

10 

12 

11 

8 

5 

8 

5 

4 

2 

3 

2 

* 

2 

6 

WILMINGTON  REGION 

318 

240 

78 

10 

12 

11 

8 

5 

8 

5 

4 

2 

3 

2 

- 

2 

6 

Primary  district: 

Wilmington  District 

318 

240 

78 

10 

12 

11 

8 

5 

8 

5 

4 

2 

3 

2 

_ 

2 

6 

New  Castle 

238 

171 

67 

8 

10 

10 

8 

4 

8 

5 

4 

2 

3 

2 

- 

2 

1 

Kent 

33 

24 

9 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

Sussex 

47 

45 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


1,516  1,008  508 


86  68  111 


57  39  35  29 


21  14 


14 


11  12  56 


FLORIDA 


1,794  1,327  467 


97  71  101 


30  29  17  29 


25  14 


14 


6 3 3 28 


JACKSONVILLE  REGION 
Primary  district: 

753 

575 

178 

37 

29 

30 

12 

9 

8 

9 

8 

6 

5 

3 

2 

2 

18 

Jacksonville  District 

246 

156 

90 

13 

11 

17 

9 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

2 

2 

1 

11 

Duval 

216 

127 

89 

12 

11 

17 

9 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

2 

2 

1 

11 

Baker 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bradford 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clay 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Nassau 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St*  Johns 

14 

13 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Daytona  Beach  District 

68 

61 

7 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Volusia 

55 

46 

7 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Flagler 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Putnam 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Orlando  District 

162 

118 

44 

10 

9 

7 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

2 

Orange 

100 

63 

37 

8 

7 

7 

2 

2 

2 

3 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Brevard 

18 

17 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lake 

22 

19 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Osceola 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Seminole 

15 

13 

2 

2 

- 

- 

" 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pensacola  District 

67 

53 

14 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Escambia 

55 

41 

14 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Okaloosa 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Santa  Rosa 

5 

5 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Gainesville  District 

49 

43 

6 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

Alachua 

29 

25 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Columbia 

11 

9 

2 

1 

Is 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gilchrist 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Levy 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Union 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Panama  City  District 
Bay 

Calhoun 

Gulf 

Holmes 

Jackson 

Walton 

Washington 

Isolated  districts: 

Live  Oak  Distriot 
Suwannee 
Dixie 
Hamilton 
Lafayette 
Madison 
Taylor 


1 


1 


1 


1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  physicianai/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

distriot, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

ersi/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

FLORIDA 

(Continued) 


Tallahassee  Distriot 
Leon 

Franklin 

Gadsden 

Jefferson 

Liberty 

Wakulla 


MIAMI  REGION 
’rimary  district: 


Miami  District 
Dade 
Broward 
Collier 
Monroe 


Secondary  districts: 

West  Palm  Beach  District 
Palm  Beach 
Hendry 
Martin 

roposed-3econdary  districts: 

Fort  Pierce  District 
St.  Lucie 
Indian  River 
Okeeohobee 


TAMPA  REGION 

rimary  district: 

' Tampa  District 
Hillsborough 
Hernando 
Manatee 
Pasco 
Pinellas 

•oposed-secondary  districts: 

I Lakeland  District 
Polk 
Glades 
Hardee 
Highlands 

j Ocala  District 
Marion 
Citrus 
Sumter 

Sarasota  District 
Sarasota 
Charlotte 
De  Soto 
Lee 


68 

56 

12 

3 

3 

1 

- 

1 

2 

- 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

25 

19 

6 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

32 

26 

6 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

4 

4 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

549 

382 

167 

33 

22 

44 

10 

12 

5 

12 

8 

6 

6 

2 

1 

- 

6 

445 

297 

148 

29 

18 

37 

10 

12 

5 

11 

8 

6 

5 

1 

1 

5 

391 

256 

135 

27 

17 

35 

10 

11 

5 

9 

6 

6 

5 

1 

1 

_ 

2 

43 

3 

31 

3 

12 

2 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

83 

64 

19 

4 

4 

7 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

75 

57 

18 

4 

3 

7 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

3 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

21 

21 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

492 

370 

122 

27 

20 

27 

8 

8 

4 

8 

9 

2 

3 

1 

“ 

1 

4 

321 

221 

100 

19 

18 

20 

8 

6 

4 

8 

7 

2 

3 

1 

4 

166 

114 

52 

10 

10 

5 

7 

4 

2 

6 

4 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

18 

15 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

_ 

. 

_ 

125 

80 

45 

8 

6 

15 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3 

94 

82 

12 

4 

1 

3 

- 

2 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

79 

67 

12 

4 

1 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

— 

- 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

31 

28 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

21 

18 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

46 

39 

7" 

2 

1 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

19 

14 

5 

1 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

3 

7 

3 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

17 

15 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

I 

I 

I 

I 

15  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 
region, 
district, 
and 

oounty 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physioiansi/ 


All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

era*/ 

Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

0b- 

stet- 

rios 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ort  ho- 
pe dio 
Sur- 
gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lio 

Health 

GEORGIA 


2,575  1,995  580 


95  104  114 


30  57  20  40  16  15  10  10  5 8 56 


ATLANTA  REGION 

1,281 

955 

326 

45 

63 

68 

14 

36 

8 

24 

8 

9 

6 

7 

3 

7 

28 

Primary  district: 

Atlanta  District 

873 

600 

273 

33 

53 

60 

14 

29 

8 

23 

8 

9 

6 

7 

3 

4 

16 

Fulton 

708 

450 

258 

33 

46 

59 

14 

27 

8 

23 

8 

9 

6 

5 

3 

4 

13 

Carroll 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cherokee 

13 

12 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clayton 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cobb 

24 

18 

6 

- 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Coweta 

23 

20 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

De  Kalb 

42 

39 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

Douglas 

6 

5 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fayette 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Forsyth 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gwinnett 

17 

16 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Henry 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rockdale 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 


Athens  District 

63 

53 

10 

3 

- 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Clarke 

27 

20 

7 

2 

- 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Barrow 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jackson 

14 

12 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Madison 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oconee 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oglethorpe 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

* 

- 

- 

* 

“ 

Rome  District 

96 

83 

13 

3 

4 

2 

_ 

3 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Floyd 

40 

28 

12 

3 

4 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Bartow 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Chattooga 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gordon 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Polk 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Dalton  District 

48 

42 

6 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Whitfield 

15 

13 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

T 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Catoosa 

10 

7 

3 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dade 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Murray 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Walker 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

* 

- 

* 

1 

Gainesville  District 

46 

34 

12 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

3 

2 

Hall 

25 

17 

8 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Banks 

4 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dawson 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Habersham 

13 

10 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

Lumpkin 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

White 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 


Elberton  District 

37 

35 

2 • 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Elbert 

14 

13 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Franklin 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hart 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Stephens 

8 

7 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Griffin  District 

40 

33 

7 

2 

_ 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

3 

Spalding 

22 

16 

6 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

Butt  3 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jasper 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lamar 

5 

4 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

McCaysville  District 

24 

24 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fannin 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gi  lmer 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pickens 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rabun 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tovras 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Union 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

Monroe  District 

40 

37 

3 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

2 

Walton 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Greene 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Morgan 

8 

7 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

Newton 

11 

11 

“ 

“ 

" 

" 

" 

“ 

" 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Tallapoosa  District 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Haralson 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Paulding 

4 

4 

- 

- 

" 

“ 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

~ 

“ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-?ederal  physicians^/ 


State, 

Pul  1 - 1 line 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prac- 

ti- 

tion- 

ersj-/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

GEORGIA 

(Continued) 

AUGUSTA  REGION 

239 

166 

73 

9 

10 

18 

8 

6 

12 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 

4 

Primary  district* 

Augusta  District 

160 

106 

54 

7 

8 

15 

8 

6 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

Richmond 

132 

79 

53 

7 

8 

15 

8 

6 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3urke 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Columbia 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jefferson 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McDuffie 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Prcposed-secondary  districts: 

Milledgeville  District 

41 

28 

13 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

1 

Baldwin 

32 

20 

12 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hancock 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Putnam 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sandersville  District 

18 

14 

4 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Washington 

16 

12 

4 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Glascock 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Washington  District 

20 

18 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wilkes 

8 

7 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Taliaferro 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Warren 

4 

4 

' 

- 

~ 

“ 

' 

' 

' 

' 

COLUMBUS  REGION 

443 

372 

71 

18 

13 

7 

2 

7 

- 

4 

4 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

11 

Primary  district: 

Columbus  District 

78 

58 

20 

4 

2 

3 

1 

4 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

Muscogee 

56 

36 

20 

4 

2 

3 

1 

4 

- 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Chattahoochee 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Harris 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marion 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Talbot 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

< Secondary  districts: 

Thonasville  District 

68 

54 

14 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

Thomas 

33 

21 

12 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Brooks 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Grady 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mitchell 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

" 

1 

Warm  Springs  District 

32 

31 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Meriwether 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pike 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Upson 

11 

11 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Albany  District 

50 

41 

9 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Dougherty 

25 

17 

8 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Baker 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Calhoun 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lee 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Terrell 

13 

13 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

be grange  District 

39 

32 

7 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

Troup 

35 

28 

7 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

Heard 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Moultrie  District 

57 

50 

7 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Colquitt 

24 

21 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Cook 

4 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tift 

19 

16 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Worth 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Valdosta  District 

34 

25 

9 

2 

4 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lowndes 

26 

17 

9 

2 

4 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Berrien 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Echols 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lanier 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Americus  District 

39 

37 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sumter 

22 

20 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Schley 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Stewart 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Taylor 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Webster 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  physio iansi/ 

State* 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests:*/ 

region, 

diatriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

or.2/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

g®ry 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

olne 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

°gy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

GEORGIA 

(Continued) 


Bainbridge  District 
Decatur 
Clay 
Early 
Uillor 
Quitman 
Randolph 
Seminole 


46  44 

12  10 

5 5 

8 8 

3 3 

1 1 

10  10 

7 7 


MACON  REGION 

266 

211 

55 

10 

11 

14 

3 

4 

- 

5 

- 

2 

1 

Primary  district: 

Macon  District 

125 

81 

44 

8 

8 

12 

3 

4 

_ 

5 

_ 

2 

1 

Bibb 

95 

51 

44 

8 

8 

12 

3 

4 

- 

5 

- 

2 

1 

Crawford 

2 

2 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Houston 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jones 

2 

2 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Monroe 

8 

8 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Peach 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Twiggs 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Dublin  District 

47 

43 

4 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Laurens 

22 

19 

3 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bleckley 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Johnson 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Treutlen 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wheeler 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

- 

Wilkinson 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-3econdary  districts: 

Eastman  Distriot 

35 

32 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dodge 

11 

9 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pulaski 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Telfair 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wilcox 

6 

6 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Cordele  District 

59 

55 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Crisp 

15 

12 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ben  Hill 

12 

11 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dooly 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Irwin 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Macon 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Turner 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 


1 


1 


1 

1 


SAVANNAH  REGION 

346 

291 

55 

13 

7 

7 

3 

4 

- 

6 

3 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

8 

Primary  district: 

Savannah  District 

137 

102 

35 

9 

2 

7 

3 

3 

- 

3 

3 

1 

2 

1 

. 

- 

1 

Chatham 

130  . 

95 

35 

9 

2 

7 

3 

3 

- 

3 

3 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Bryan 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Effingham 

3 

3 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

* 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Waycross  District 

74 

63 

11 

2 

2 

- 

- 

1 

* 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

Ware 

30 

21 

9 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Atkinson 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bacon 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Brantley 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Charlton 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clinch 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Coffee 

15 

14 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pierce 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-cecondary  districts: 

Brunswick  District 

36 

31 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

4 

Glynn 

21 

17 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

Camden 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McIntosh 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wayne 

6 

5 

1 

“ 

_ 

" 

“ 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

" 

- 

“ 

1 

Statesboro  District 

58 

55 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bulloch 

20 

19 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Candler 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Emanuel 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Evans 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jenkins 

6 

5 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Screven 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-rederal  physician*!/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interest*!/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

district. 

eral 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

eraf/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

GEORGIA 

(Continued) 

Isolated  districts: 


Vidalia  District 

41 

40 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

Toombs 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Appling 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jeff  Davis 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Liberty 

4 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

Long 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

Montgomery 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tattnall 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

IDAHO 

378 

336 

42 

13 

6 

6 

1 

4 

1 

l 

2 

1 

“ 

1 

“ 

6 

BOISE  REGION 

378 

336 

42 

13 

C 

6 

1 

4 

1 

l 

2 

1 

. 

1 

- 

- 

6 

Primary  district: 

Boise  District 

73 

50 

23 

4 

5 

3 

1 

3 

_ 

l 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

Ada 

63 

40 

23 

4 

5 

3 

1 

3 

- 

l 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Boise 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

. 

. 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Elmore 

5 

5 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gem 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Owyhee 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Idaho  Falls  District 

44 

40 

4 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

. 

_ 

Bonneville 

19 

18 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bingham 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jefferson 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Madison 

6 

5 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Teton 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Levriston  District 

51 

47 

4 

3 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

1 

Nez  Perce 

22 

18 

4 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clearwater 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Idaho 

8 

8 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Intah 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lewis 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Nampa  District 

33 

31 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Canyon 

27 

25 

2 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Payette 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pocatello  District 

51 

46 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bannock 

29 

25 

4 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bear  Lake 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Caribou 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Franklin 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Oneida 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Power 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Twin  Falls  District 

46 

43 

3 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

Twin  Falls 

26 

23 

3 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cassia 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gooding 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jerome 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wallace  District 

42 

41 

1 

_ 

1 

Shoshone 

14 

14 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Benewah 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bonner 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Boundary 

3 

3 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kootenai 

14 

13 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Hailey  District 

16 

16 

_ 

Blaine 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Butte 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Camas 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Custer 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Minidoka 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Anthony  District 

9 

9 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

Fremont 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clark 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lemhi 

Yellowstone  National  Park  (part)^/ 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

: 

: 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I.  Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  physio ians^/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

eraiy 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

0b- 

stet- 

rioe 

and 

Gyne- 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Baote- 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

Tuber 

oulo 

sis 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

IDAHO 

(Continued) 


Weiser  District 

13 

13 

. 

_ 

_ 

Washington 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Adams 

2 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Valley 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ILLINOIS 

11,444 

9,217 

2,227 

491 

430 

381 

CHICAGO  REGION 

8,914 

7,026 

1,888 

400 

360 

332 

Primary  district: 

Chicago  District 

7,853 

6,152 

1,701 

332 

335 

314 

Cook 

7,294 

5,664 

1,630 

313 

323 

306 

Du  Page 

99 

92 

7 

1 

1 

1 

Kane 

190 

158 

32 

11 

6 

3 

Lake 

117 

103 

14 

2 

2 

3 

McHenry 

35 

34 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Will 

118 

101 

17 

5 

3 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Bloomington  District 

163 

136 

27 

7 

4 

4 

McLean 

99 

78 

21 

5 

3 

4 

Ford 

21 

21 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Livingston 

43 

37 

6 

2 

1 

" 

Danville  District 

' 228 

179 

49 

19 

6 

3 

Vermilion 

109 

89 

20 

8 

4 

2 

Champaign 

119 

90 

29 

11 

2 

1 

Freeport  District 

86 

76 

10 

3 

4 

1 

Stephenson 

46 

36 

10 

3 

4 

1 

Carroll 

21 

21 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jo  Davies 3 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kankakee  District 

126 

107 

19 

5 

_ 

1 

Kankakoe 

88 

70 

18 

5 

- 

1 

Iroquois 

38 

37 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Rockford  District 

238 

183 

55 

19 

9 

8 

Winnebago 

160 

110 

50 

15 

9 

8 

Boone 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

De  Kalb 

32 

27 

5 

4 

_ 

_ 

Ogle 

29 

29 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Streator  District 

220 

193 

27 

15 

2 

1 

La  Salle 

107 

89 

18 

11 

_ 

1 

Bureau 

38 

35 

3 

2 

1 

- 

Grundy 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kendall 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lee 

43 

37 

6 

2 

1 

- 

Putnam 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

EAST  ST.  LOUIS  REGION 

928 

842 

86 

32 

19 

8 

Primary  district: 

East  St.  Louis  District 

249 

221 

28 

10 

5 

3 

St.  Clair 

171 

144 

27 

10 

5 

3 

Clinton 

18 

18 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Monroe 

13 

13 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Randolph 

32 

31 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

15 

15 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Alton  District 

150 

134 

16 

5 

3 

2 

Madison 

131 

115 

16 

5 

3 

2 

Bond 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jersey 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cairo  District 

61 

52 

9 

3 

2 

_ 

Alexander 

19 

16 

3 

2 

1 

- 

Massac 

10 

8 

2 

1 

1 

- 

Pulaski 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Union 

24 

20 

4 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

" 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

182 

162 

136 

107 

91 

47 

60 

56 

5 

22 

57 

167 

145 

119 

87 

75 

42 

56 

50 

5 

16 

34 

162 

134 

104 

79 

66 

39 

54 

47 

5 

9 

21 

157 

127 

95 

76 

65 

38 

53 

46 

5 

6 

20 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

. 

- 

1 

7 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

2 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

2 

2 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

3 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

- 

3 

2 

2 

" 

“ 

1 

- 

1 

- 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

8 

- 

1 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

8 

1 

1 

- 

1 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

9 

1 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

1 

1 

4 

3 

1 

3 

z 

1 

1 

2 

• 1 

1 

4 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

- 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

1 

1 

2 

7 

6 

4 

- 

- 

■ 1 

- 

2 

4 

1 

2 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

- 

2 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicianal/ 


State, 
region, 
di6triot , 
and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

eraV 

ILLINOIS 

(Continued) 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Carbondale  District 

61 

55 

Jackson 

44 

39 

Perry 

17 

16 

Centralia  District 

131 

119 

Marion 

42 

39 

Effingham 

25 

19 

Fayette 

16 

16 

Jefferson 

32 

29 

Wayne 

16 

16 

Harrisburg  District 

84 

80 

Saline 

35 

33 

Gallatin 

8 

8 

Hamilton 

10 

9 

Hardin 

8 

8 

Pope 

5 

4 

White 

18 

18 

Herrin  District 

83 

77 

Williamson 

36 

34 

Franklin 

41 

37 

Johnson 

6 

6 

Olney  District 

109 

104 

Richland 

21 

18 

Clay 

14 

14 

Crawford 

25 

24 

Edwards 

6 

6 

Jasper 

10 

10 

Lawrence 

21 

20 

Wabash 

12 

12 

PEORIA  REGION 

724 

601 

Primary  district: 

Peoria  District 

434 

346 

Peoria 

219 

144 

Fulton 

46 

44 

Knox 

59 

51 

Marshall 

13 

13 

Mason 

21 

21 

Stark 

15 

14 

Tazewell 

46 

44 

Woodford 

15 

15 

Secondary  districts: 

Macomb  District 

73 

64 

McDonough 

42 

35 

Henderson 

6 

6 

Warren 

25 

23 

Moline  District 

217 

191 

Rock  Island 

120 

102 

Henry 

44 

41 

Mercer 

17 

16 

Whiteside 

36 

32 

SPRINGFIELD  REGION 

878 

748 

Primary  district: 

Springfield  District 

338 

281 

Sangamon 

159 

110 

Cass 

20 

18 

Christian 

40 

38 

Logan 

45 

43 

Macoupin 

36 

35 

Menard 

10 

9 

Montgomery 

28 

28 

Secondary  districts: 

Decatur  District 

191 

160 

Macon 

114 

83 

De  Witt 

21 

21 

Moultrie 

11 

11 

Piatt 

22 

22 

Shelby 

23 

23 

Full-tine  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


All 

types 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anea- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

6«ry 

Medl- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphl- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 


6 

5 
1 

12 

3 

6 


123 


88 

75 

2 

8 


26 

18 

3 
1 

4 


130 


57 

49 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 


31 

31 


16 

10 

1 

3 


11 

6 

1 

1 

3 


10 

7 


17 

13 

1 

3 


28 


12 

10 

1 

1 


14 

13 


10 

8 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio ians^/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

diatriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 
eral 
prao- 
ti- 
tion- 
or.2 / 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rios 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

ILLINOIS 

(Continued) 


Jacksonville  District 

81 

69 

12 

3 

4 

2 

- 

- 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morgan 

53 

41 

12 

3 

4 

2 

- 

- 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Calhoun 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greene 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Scott 

7 

7 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Quincy  District 

148 

129 

19 

4 

3 

4 

_ 

2 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

Adams 

77 

60 

17 

4 

2 

3 

- 

2 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

Brown 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hancock 

30 

29 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pike 

25 

24 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sohuyler 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Propose  d-secondary  districts: 

Mattoon  District 

120 

109 

11 

5 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Coles 

45 

37 

8 

5 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clark 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cumberland 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Douglas 

25 

24 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Edgar 

24 

22 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

INDIANA 

3,863 

3,112 

751 

199 

182 

97 

29 

36 

27 

46 

31 

21 

16 

18 

16 

19 

14 

EVANSVILLE  REGION 

527 

451 

76 

23 

25 

6 

1 

3 

2 

6 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

2 

2 

Primary  district: 

Evansville  District 

227 

180 

47 

11 

12 

4 

1 

3 

2 

6 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Vanderburgh 

169 

126 

43 

10 

11 

4 

1 

3 

2 

5 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Gibson 

28 

24 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Posey 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Warrick 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

New  Albany  District 

76 

66 

10 

3 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Floyd 

35 

26 

9 

3 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Clark 

21 

20 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Harrison 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

11 

11 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Bedford  District 

65 

59 

6 

3 

2 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Lawrence 

24 

21 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jackson 

23 

21 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Orange 

18 

17 

1 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington  District 

117 

105 

12 

5 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Daviess 

22 

19 

3 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dubois 

22 

21 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Knox 

51 

43 

8 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Martin 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pike 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Tell  City  District 

42 

41 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Perry 

15 

14 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Crawford 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Spencer 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

FORT  WAYNE  REGION 

413 

346 

67 

19 

20 

8 

2 

3 

1 

5 

2 

2 

2 

1 

- 

2 

- 

Primary  district: 

Fort  Wayne  District 

272 

214 

58 

14 

16 

8 

2 

3 

1 

5 

2 

2 

2 

1 

- 

2 

- 

Allen 

195 

147 

48 

10 

13 

7 

2 

2 

1 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

- 

2 

- 

Adams 

18 

16 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

De  Kalb 

24 

20 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wells 

22 

18 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Whitley 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practke 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


State, 

Full-tine 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

district, 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

and 

the- 

designation 

tion- 

typas 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

ers 2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 


Pub- 

lic 

Health 


INDIANA 

(Continued) 

Secondary  district: 


Rone  City  District 

78 

73 

5 

Noble 

27 

24 

3 

Kosciusko 

23 

22 

1 

Lagrange 

10 

10 

- 

Steuben 

18 

17 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Wabash  District 

63 

59 

4 

Wabash 

32 

31 

1 

Huntington 

31 

28 

3 

INDIANAPOLIS  REGION 

2,259 

1,773 

486 

Primary  district: 

Indianapolis  District 

942 

658 

284 

Marion 

851 

568 

283 

Hamilton 

29 

29 

_ 

Hancock 

20 

20 

_ 

Hendricks 

21 

21 

_ 

Johnson 

21 

20 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Anderson  District 

161 

130 

31 

Madison 

90 

69 

21 

Grant 

55 

45 

10 

Tipton 

16 

16 

- 

La  Fayette  District 

176 

153 

23 

Tippecanoe 

80 

60 

20 

Benton 

15 

15 

- 

Carroll 

13 

13 

- 

Clinton 

28 

26 

2 

Fountain 

17 

17 

- 

Warren 

7 

6 

1 

White 

16 

16 

- 

Logansport  District 

147 

123 

24 

Cass 

46 

36 

10 

Fulton 

16 

15 

1 

Howard 

46 

37 

9 

Miami 

30 

26 

4 

Pulaski 

9 

9 

- 

Martinsville  District 

84 

77 

7 

Morgan 

27 

25 

2 

Brown 

3 

3 

_ 

Monroe 

34 

30 

4 

Putnam 

20 

19 

1 

Muncie  District 

151 

124 

27 

Delaware 

86 

65 

21 

Blac kford 

13 

12 

1 

Jay 

24 

22 

2 

Randol  ph 

28 

25 

3 

Richmond  District 

128 

111 

17 

Wayne 

69 

57 

12 

Fayette 

15 

14 

1 

Henry 

40 

36 

4 

Union 

4 

4 

- 

Terre  Haute  District 

193 

146 

47 

Vigo 

115 

77 

38 

Clay 

18 

17 

1 

Parke 

17 

13 

4 

Sullivan 

24 

20 

4 

Vermillion 

19 

19 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Batesville  District 

56 

52 

4 

Ripley 

16 

15 

1 

Dearborn 

18 

18 

_ 

Franklin 

6 

5 

1 

Jennings 

10 

9 

1 

Ohio 

6 

5 

1 

Crawfordsville  District 

55 

49 

6 

Montgomery 

32 

28 

4 

Boone 

23 

21 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

1 

2 

118 

1 

1 

114 

69 

22 

21 

21 

28 

21 

15 

10 

14 

12 

12 

9 

60 

59 

46 

19 

14 

14 

18 

9 

12 

8 

9 

3 

6 

7 

60 

59 

45 

19 

14 

14 

18 

9 

12 

8 

9 

3 

6 

7 

9 

10 

2 

3 

1 

3 

1 

2 

5 

7 

1 

- 

3 

- 

1 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

4 

3 

1 

“ 

” 

: 

- 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

8 

1 

4 

1 

_ 

i 

3 

1 

1 

2 

1 

6 

2 

1 

4 

1 

- 

- 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

2 

1 

- 

9 

9 

" 

1 

1 

i 

3 

“ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

3 

“ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

2 

3 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

3 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

i 

6 

C 

1 

9 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

- 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

4 

1 

7 

1 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

- 

1 

2 

1 

- 

; 

1 

6 

2 

6 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

2 

3 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

11 

9 

8 

1 

3 

4 

2 

1 

2 

3 

3 

10 

1 

6 

1 

2 

7 

1 

- 

1 

- 

3 

4 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

i 

1 

1 

4 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

i 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
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the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physioiansT/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-} 

eraiy 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Orthc- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

INDIANA 

(Continued) 


Linton  District 

34 

34 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Greene 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Owen 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Madison  District 

33 

27 

6 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jefferson 

20 

15 

5 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

3 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

Scott 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Switzerland 

8 

7 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Shelbyville  District 

99 

89 

10 

4 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Shelby 

28 

26 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bartholomew 

30 

24 

6 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Decatur 

21 

20 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rush 

20 

19 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

SOUTH  BEND  REGION 

664 

542 

122 

39 

23 

14 

4 

9 

3 

7 

5 

2 

3 

3 

4 

3 

3 

Primary  district: 

South  Bend  District 

340 

266 

74 

23 

13 

10 

3 

5 

3 

5 

4 

1 

1 

2 

3 

1 

_ 

St.  Joseph 

165 

106 

59 

14 

11 

10 

3 

3 

3 

4 

3 

1 

1 

2 

3 

1 

- 

Elkhart 

74 

66 

8 

5 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

la  Porte 

63 

57 

6 

4 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marshall 

30 

29 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Starke 

8 

8 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Gary  District 

324 

276 

48 

16 

10 

4 

1 

4 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

3 

Lake 

' 272 

228 

44 

14 

9 

3 

1 

4 

- 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

3 

Jasper 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Newton 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Porter 

27 

23 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

IOWA 

2,894 

2,376 

518 

165 

106 

71 

27 

26 

17 

21 

21 

14 

15 

11 

3 

6 

15 

COUNCIL  BLUFFS  REGION 

292 

251 

41 

13 

13 

3 

4 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Primary  district: 

Council  Bluffs  District 

152 

124 

28 

8 

8 

3 

3 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Pottawattamie 

68 

47 

21 

4 

7 

3 

3 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ca3s 

19 

16 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Harrison 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mills 

15 

15 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

Montgomery 

19 

15 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Shelby 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Crestc©  District 

48 

45 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Union 

14 

• 11 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Adair 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

Adams 

6 

6 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Ringgold 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Taylor 

8 

8 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Osceola  District 

46 

45 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clarke 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Decatur 

11 

11 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lucas 

14 

13 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Wayne 

11 

11 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Shenandoah  District 

46 

37 

9 

2 

4 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Page 

31 

23 

8 

2 

3 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fremont 

15 

14 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Kederal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 

State , 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests!/ 

region, 
district , 
and 
county 
designation 

All 

Gen- 
eral 
prao- 
ti- 
t ion- 
era  2/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 
tol- 
ogy 
and 
S /phi- 
lol- 
ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

cgy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

I Off  A 

(Continued) 


DES  MOINES  REGION 

826 

644 

182 

58 

30 

33 

10 

9 

4 

8 

Primary  district: 

Des  Moines  District 

463 

339 

124 

34 

18 

24 

6 

7 

3 

6 

Polk 

287 

178 

109 

25 

17 

21 

6 

6 

2 

6 

Boone 

22 

21 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Dallas 

39 

37 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

Jasper 

33 

28 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Madison 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marion 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Story 

39 

33 

6 

2 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Warren 

14  • 

13 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Marshalltown  District 

110 

95 

15 

8 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Marshall 

42 

31 

11 

6 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

Hardin 

27 

24 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

Poweshiek 

20 

19 

* 1 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Tama 

21 

21 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Mason  City  District 

128 

103 

25 

8 

7 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Cerro  Gordo 

45 

30 

15 

5 

4 

3 

- 

1 

1 

1 

Floyd 

20 

18 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Franklin 

15 

10 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Hancock 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

Mitchell 

16 

15 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Winnebago 

17 

15 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Worth 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Waterloo  District 

125 

107 

18 

8 

2 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

Black  Hawk 

81 

67 

14 

7 

1 

- 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

Bremer 

20 

17 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Butler 

13 

12 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grundy 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

IOWA  CITY  REGION 

1,164 

955 

209 

71 

38 

26 

7 

11 

8 

9 

Primary  district: 

Iowa  City  District 

315 

257 

58 

11 

6 

7 

3 

3 

5 

3 

Johnson 

215 

163 

52 

7 

6 

6 

3 

3 

5 

3 

Cedar 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Iowa 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Louisa 

14 

14 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Muscatine 

31 

29 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washington 

20 

16 

4 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Burlington  Distriot 

113 

87 

26 

12 

8 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

2 

Des  Moines 

37 

21 

16 

5 

6 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

2 

Henry 

23 

21 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lee 

53 

45 

8 

6 

1 

1 

- 

" 

- 

Cedar  Rapids  District 

205 

170 

35 

12 

5 

5 

2 

3 

3 

_ 

Linn 

119 

90 

29 

11 

4 

5 

2 

3 

_ 

- 

Benton 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

Buchanan 

25 

21 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

3 

_ 

De laware 

23 

22 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jones 

16 

15 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Davenport  District 

153 

114 

39 

12 

6 

5 

2 

3 

_ 

4 

Scott 

102 

72 

30 

7 

5 

4 

2 

3 

_ 

3 

Clinton 

51 

42 

9 

5 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Dubuque  District 

117 

98 

19 

9 

5 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dubuque 

73 

54 

19 

9 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Clayton 

26 

26 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jackson 

18 

18 

- 

" 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ottumwa  District 

166 

144 

22 

11 

5 

4 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

Wapello 

45 

32 

13 

5 

3 

3 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

Appanoose 

17 

16 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Davis 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jefferson 

20 

17 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Keokuk 

23 

23 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Mahaska 

25 

21 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Monroe 

13 

12 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Van  Buren 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

8 6 6 


o 


6 


9 5 7 

2 3 1 

2 3 1 


1 2 
1 2 


2 

2 


3 2 5 


3 2 5 

3 2 6 


6 16  5 


5 1 5 3 

5 1 5 2 


1 


1 

1 


1 


1-1 

1-1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table . 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

ersi-/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ICV/A 

(Continued) 

Proposed-secondnry  districts: 


New  Hampton  District 

95 

85 

10 

4 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Chickasaw 

18 

13 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Allamakee 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Fayetto 

35 

33 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Howard 

11 

9 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Winneshiek 

16 

15 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

SIOUX  CITY  REGION 

612 

526 

86 

23 

25 

9 

6 

5 

2 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

Primary  district: 

Sioux  City  District 

208 

150 

58 

11 

19 

6 

4 

4 

2 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

Woodbury 

133 

82 

51 

9 

17 

6 

4 

4 

- 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

Cherokee 

23 

19 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ida 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Monona 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Plymouth 

26 

24 

2 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Carroll  District 

114 

108 

6 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Carroll 

29 

25 

4 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Audubon 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Crawford 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greene 

24 

22 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Guthrie 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sac 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fort  Dodge  District 

137 

118 

19 

7 

3 

3 

2 

. 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

- 

Webster 

- 45 

29 

16 

7 

1 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

Calhoun 

21 

18 

3 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hamilton 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Humboldt 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pocahontas 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wright 

24 

24 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Isolated  districts • 

Spencer  District 

153 

150 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clay 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Buena  Vista 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dickinson 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Emmet 

14 

12 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kossuth 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lyon 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

O' Brien 

21 

21 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Osceola 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Palo  Alto 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sioux 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

2 


KANSAS 


1,879  1,522  357 


101  88  49 


15  13  23  12 


14  7 


8 7 3 3 14 


KANSAS  CITY  REGION 

1,277 

1,056 

221 

57 

56 

29 

8 

7 

15 

6 

10 

4 

6 

5 

2 

3 

13 

Primary  district: 

Kansas  City  District 

205 

168 

37 

6 

8 

5 

3 

2 

_ 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

1 

- 

1 

Wyandotte 

186 

149 

37 

6 

8 

5 

3 

2 

- 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

1 

- 

1 

Johnson 

19 

19 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

_ 

* 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Emporia  District 

71 

57 

14 

5 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Lyon 

32 

19 

13 

4 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Chase 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Coffey 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greenwood 

17 

16 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morris 

10 

10 

“ 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Fort  Scott  District 

58 

47 

11 

2 

4 

3 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bourbon 

19 

14 

5 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Allep 

23 

19 

4 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Anderson 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Linn 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ys  District 

58 

51 

7 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Ellis 

15 

10 

5 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 • 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Graham 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Osborne 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rooks 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rush 

5 

3 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Russell 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Trego 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

~ 

“ 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physrcians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  nan-Federal  physic ianaii/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interested/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

.r^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lio 

Health 

KANSAS 

(Continued) 


Leavenworth  District 

60 

52 

8 

4 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Leavenworth 

30 

27 

3 

2 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Atchison 

23 

18 

5 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Doniphan 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sabetha  District 

65 

62 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nemaha 

16 

13 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Brown 

12 

12 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Marshall 

21 

21 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pottawatomie 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Salina  District 

75 

58 

17 

5 

2 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

Saline 

44 

28 

16 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dickins  on 

12 

12 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ellsworth 

7 

6 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ottawa 

7 

7 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Topeka  District 

196 

135 

61 

8 

13 

7 

3 

3 

9 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

10 

Shawnee 

148 

87 

61 

8 

13 

7 

3 

3 

9 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

10 

Jackson 

10 

10 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jefferson 

13 

13 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Osage 

14 

14 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wabaunsee 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Chanute  District 

39 

36 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

Neosho 

19 

16 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wilson 

16 

16 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Woodson 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Concordia  District 

67 

54 

13 

4 

6 

2 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

1 

Cloud 

22 

12 

10 

4 

4 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jewell 

11 

10 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mitchell 

12 

11 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Republic 

13 

12 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washington 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lawrence  District 

94 

83 

11 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

4 

_ 

1 

Douglas 

46 

41 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Franklin 

23 

21 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Miami 

25 

21 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Manhattan  District 

54 

51 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Riley 

27 

25 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clay 

14 

13 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Geary 

13 

13 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Parsons  District 

83 

69 

14 

6 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

Labette 

31 

27 

4 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Montgomery 

52 

42 

10 

4 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pittsburg  District 

87 

74 

13 

6 

4 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

Crawford 

63 

51 

12 

6 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cherokee 

24 

23 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Colby  District 

30 

28 

2 

1 

1 

Thomas 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cheyenne 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gove 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Logan 

3 

3 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rawlins 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sheridan 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sherman 

6 

4 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wallace 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Norton  District 

35 

31 

4 

1 

_ 

3 

Norton 

14 

10 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Decatur 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Phillips 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Smith 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

WICHITA  REGION 

602 

466 

136 

44 

32 

20 

7 

6 

8 

6 

4 

3 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

Primary  district: 

Wichita  District 

237 

152 

85 

21 

16 

15 

7 

5 

4 

5 

4 

3 

2 

2 

1 

Sedgwick 

197 

116 

81 

18 

16 

15 

7 

5 

4 

5 

4 

3 

2 

2 

Butler 

27 

23 

4 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Kingman 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State , 
region, 
district, 
and 
county 
designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prac- 

ti- 

tion- 

oral/ 

KANSAS 

(Continued) 

Secondary  districts: 

Great  Bend  District 

30 

23 

Barton 

18 

14 

Pawnee 

12 

9 

Halstead  District 

75 

60 

Harvey 

39 

25 

Marion 

15 

15 

McPherson 

21 

20 

Hutchinson  District 

87 

77 

Reno 

49 

42 

Pratt 

11 

10 

Rice 

17 

15 

Stafford 

10 

10 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Dodge  City  District 

43 

41 

Ford 

19 

17 

Clark 

5 

5 

Edwards 

6 

6 

Gray 

1 

1 

Hodgeman 

1 

1 

Kiowa 

5 

5 

Meade 

6 

6 

Mulvane  District 

40 

37 

Sumner 

32 

29 

Harper 

8 

8 

Winfield  District 

49 

36 

Cowley 

38 

25 

Chautauqua 

5 

5 

Elk 

6 

6 

Isolated  districts: 

Garden  City  District 

17 

16 

Finney 

6 

5 

Greeley 

1 

1 

Hamilton 

2 

2 

Kearny 

1 

1 

Lane 

2 

2 

Ness 

2 

2 

Scott 

2 

2 

Wichita 

1 

1 

Liberal  District 

13 

13 

Seward 

5 

5 

Grant 

1 

1 

Haskell 

1 

1 

Morton 

2 

2 

Stanton 

2 

2 

Stevens 

2 

2 

Medicine  Lodge  District 

11 

11 

Barber 

8 

8 

Comanche 

3 

3 

KENTUCKY 

2,560 

2,087 

LEXINGTON  REGION 

1,187 

1,013 

Primary  district: 

Lexington  District 

225 

152 

Fayette 

147 

79 

Bourbon 

18 

17 

Harrison 

16 

16 

Jessamine 

11 

11 

Sc  ott 

18 

14 

Woodford 

15 

15 

Secondary  districts: 

Berea  District 

63 

55 

Madison 

35 

29 

Estill 

8 

7 

Garrard 

7 

7 

Jackson 

4 

4 

Rockcastle 

8 

Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

go logy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

3 

3 

111 

111 


2 2 
2 2 


1 

1 


1 1 
1 1 


473 


100  103 


58  20  24  24  18  15  8 


5 


8 3 8 79 


174 


40  31  22 


8 9 6 8 


3 2 2 1 1 1 40 


73 

68 

1 


17  11  10  6 5 

15  11  9 6 5 


6 4 2 2 2 

6 4 2 2 2 


111 

111 


5 

3 


8 

6 

1 


3 11 

3 11 


3 

1 

1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio ianei/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

All 
type  8 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Cfb- 

atet- 

rioa 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

end 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

An.es- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

KENTUCKY 

(Continued) 


Covington  District 

199 

174 

25 

5 

6 

6 

2 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Kenton 

100 

84 

16 

3 

5 

3 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Boone 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Campbell 

68 

60 

8 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Gallatin 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grant 

14 

13 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Pendleton 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hazard  District 

79 

67 

12 

2 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

7 

Perry 

37 

31 

6 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Breathitt 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clay 

8 

6 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

2 

Knott 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Leslie 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Letcher 

23 

21 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Owsley 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Ashland  District 

70 

59 

11 

3 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Boyd 

47 

37 

10 

3 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Carter 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Greenup 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Danville  District 

76 

71 

5 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Boyle 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Casey 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

16 

14 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

Marion 

12 

10 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mercer 

16 

15 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Washington 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Frankfort  District 

33 

26 

7 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Franklin 

24 

18 

6 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Anderson 

9 

8 

1 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Harlan  District 

83 

78 

5 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

Harlan 

47 

44 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bell 

36 

34 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Maysville  District 

64 

59 

5 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

3 

Mascn 

21 

18 

3 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bracken 

12 

12 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Fleming 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lewis 

5 

5 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nicholas 

11 

10 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Robertson 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Paintsville  District 

41 

39 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Johnson 

16 

14 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Elliott 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lawrence 

9 

9 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Magoffin 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Morgan 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pikeville  District 

63 

58 

5 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Pike 

31 

28 

3 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Floyd 

28 

27 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Martin 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Winchester  District 

37 

35 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clark 

19 

17 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Montgomery 

15 

15 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Powell 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Campbellsville  District 

36 

33 

3 

_ 

3 

Taylor 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Adair 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clinton 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cumberland 

5 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Green 

5 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Russell 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Corbin  District 

93 

86 

7 

2 

5 

Whitley 

33 

32 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Knox 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Laurel 

10 

9 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

McCreary 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Pulaski 

25 

23 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Wayne 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Morehead  District 

25 

21 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

4 

Rowan 

6 

5 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bath 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lee 

4 

4 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Menifee 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Wolfe 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  ensaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 
region, 
district, 
and 
county 
designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-tine  specialists  with  designated  interesta5/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

fay- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Sur- 

nai 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

KENTUCKY 

(Continued) 


LOUISVILLE  REGION 


60 


12 


15 


12 


Primary  district: 

Louisville  District 
Jefferson 
Bullitt 
Hardin 
Oldham 
Shelby 
Spencer 

Secondary  districts: 


737 

685 

4 

22 

5 
14 

7 


516 

465 

4 
22 

5 
14 

6 


221 

220 


38 

38 


56 

56 


31 

31 


11 

11 


14 

14 


16 

16 


10 

10 


10 

10 


11 

10 


Owensboro  District 
Daviess 
Hancock 
Henderson 
McLean 
Ohio 


101 

51 

5 

24 

7 

14 


89 

41 

5 

22 

7 

14 


12 

10 


Paducah  District 
McCracken 
Ballard 
Carlisle 
Livingston 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 


74 

53 

8 

5 

8 


57 

38 

8 

4 

7 


17 

15 


Glasgow  District 
Barren 
Allen 
Edmonson 
Hart 
Metcalfe 
Monroe 
Warren 


91 

22 

9 

3 

9 

5 

6 
37 


75 

18 

8 

2 

9 

4 

6 

28 


16 

4 

1 

1 


Madisonville  District 
Hopkins 
Caldwell 
Christian 
Crittenden 
Muhlenberg 
Union 
Webster 


144 

32 

12 

39 

7 

19 

17 

18 


127 

28 

11 

32 

6 

18 

15 

17 


17 

4 

1 

7 

1 

1 

2 

1 


Mayfield  District 
Graves 
Fulton 
Hickman 


54 

28 

19 

7 


47 

23 

18 

6 


Murray  District 
Calloway 
Lyon 
Marshall 
Trigg 


46 

18 

4 

16 

8 


41 

16 

4 

14 

7 


Isolated  districts: 


Bardstown  District 
Nelson 
Larue 


19 

13 

6 


. 19 
13 
6 


Carrollton  District 
Carroll 
Henry 
Owen 
Trimble 


36 

8 

19 

7 

2 


35 

7 

19 

7 

2 


Cloverport  District 
Breckinridge 
Grays  on 
Meade 


26 

9 

14 

3 


25 

9 

13 

3 


Russellville  District 
Logan 
Butler 
Simpson 
Todd 


45 

21 

4 

10 

10 


43 

20 

4 

10 

9 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table# 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio lenai/ 


State, 

Full-tine  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

er«^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

S«ry 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

oine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedlo 

Sur- 

ety 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

LOUISIANA 

2,286 

1,777 

509 

106 

71 

89 

29 

29 

22 

38 

24 

15 

10 

24 

8 

8 

36 

MONROE  REGION 

212 

185 

27 

8 

1 

3 

1 

1 

- 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

1 

6 

Primary  district: 

Monroe  District 

142 

121 

21 

8 

1 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

Ouachita 

71 

53 

18 

7 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

Caldwell 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

15 

13 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

Morehouse 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Richland 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

Union 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 


Tallulah  District 

70 

64 

6 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

4 

Madison 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Catahoula 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Concordia 

8 

7 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

East  Carroll 

7 

5 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Franklin 

21 

20 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Tensas 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

West  Carroll 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

NEW  ORLEANS  REGION 

1,317 

971 

346 

64 

52 

67 

26 

24 

16 

26 

11 

9 

8 

21 

7 

3 

12 

Primary  district: 

New  Orleans  District 

1,034 

722 

312 

57 

46 

66 

25 

21 

10 

24 

10 

9 

8 

20 

7 

3 

6 

Orleans 

1,016 

704 

312 

57 

46 

66 

25 

21 

10 

24 

10 

9 

8 

20 

7 

3 

6 

Jefferson 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Plaquemines 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Bernard 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Baton  Rouge  District 

150 

127 

23 

5 

5 

1 

1 

3 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

East  Baton  Rouge 

87 

67 

20 

5 

5 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ascension 

14 

14 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

East  Feliciana 

14 

12 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Iberville 

17 

16 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Livingston 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

St.  Helena 

2 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

West  Baton  Rouge 

4 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

West  Feliciana 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Bogalusa  District 

67 

60 

7 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Washington 

19 

17 

2 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

St . Tajnmany 

19 

15 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Tangipahoa 
Isolated  districts: 

29 

28 

1 

1 

Thibodaux  District 

66 

62 

4 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

Lafourche 

20 

19 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Assumption 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

St.  Charles 

7 

7 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

St.  James 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

St.  John  the  Baptist 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Terrebonne 

14 

12 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

PINEVILLE  REGION 

403 

352 

51 

17 

5 

2 

- 

1 

3 

3 

6 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

n 

Primary  district: 

Pineville  District 

149 

134 

15 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

2 

2 

3 

Rapides 

81 

69 

12 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

3 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

l 

Allen 

10 

10 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Avoyelles 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

l 

Evangeline 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grant 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

La  Salle 

12 

11 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

l 

Vernon 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federa!  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicianal/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

district. 

eral 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

and 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gery 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

LOUISIANA 

(Continued) 


Secondary  districts: 


Lafayette  District 

96 

83 

13 

5 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Lafayette 

42 

35 

7 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Acadia 

30 

24 

6 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

St.  Martin 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Vermilion 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Lake  Charles  District 

67 

56 

11 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

Calcasieu 

42 

32 

10 

4 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

2 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Beauregard 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cameron 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Jefferson  Davis 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

New  Iberia  District 

44 

36 

8 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Iberia 

25 

18 

7 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

St.  Mary 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Opelousas  District 

47 

43 

4 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

St.  Landry 

37 

34 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Points  Coupee 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

SHREVEPORT  REGION 

354 

269 

85 

17 

13 

17 

2 

3 

3 

6 

6 

4 

2 

1 

- 

4 

7 

Primary  district: 

Shreveport  District 

262 

185 

77 

16 

10 

17 

2 

3 

3 

6 

6 

4 

2 

1 

4 

3 

Caddo 

218 

144 

74 

15 

10 

17 

2 

3 

3 

6 

6 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

4 

1 

Bossier 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

De  Soto 

16 

14 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Red  River 

9 

8 

\ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Minden  District 

51 

45 

6 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Webster 

21 

19 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bienville 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Claiborne 

18 

15 

3 

- 

2 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Natchitoches  District 

41 

39 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Natchitoches 

22 

21 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Sabine 

13 

12 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Winn 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

MAINE 

893 

715 

178 

52 

20 

26 

8 

7 

12 

9 

8 

10 

6 

5 

5 

10 

BANGOR  REGION 

451 

382 

69 

23 

9 

6 

1 

1 

7 

3 

5 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

3 

5 

Primary  district: 

Bangor  District 

209 

178 

31 

9 

2 

4 

1 

_ 

3 

3 

2 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

Penobscot 

107 

82 

25 

5 

2 

3 

1 

. 

3 

3 

2 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

Hanc  ock 

32 

31 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Piscataquis 

19 

17 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' - 

- 

- 

1 

Waldo 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

Washington 

34 

32 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Waterville  District 

188 

157 

31 

11 

6 

1 

_ 

1 

4 

_ 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

Kennebec 

103 

78 

25 

9 

3 

1 

- 

1 

4 

- 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

Knox 

31 

27 

4 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Somerset 

35 

34 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Houlton  District 

54 

47 

7 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

Aroostook 

54 

47 

7 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

PORTLAND  REGION 

442 

333 

109 

29 

11 

20 

7 

6 

5 

6 

3 

7 

5 

3 

- 

2 

5 

Primary  district: 

Portland  District 

332 

247 

85 

22 

9 

16 

5 

4 

5 

5 

2 

5 

5 

1 

_ 

2 

4 

Cumberland 

211 

136 

75 

18 

8 

15 

5 

4 

5 

5 

2 

5 

5 

1 

. 

- 

2 

Oxford 

43 

39 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

Sagadahoc 

14 

13 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

York 

64 

59 

5 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region. 

Gen- 

district. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-. 

ar«2/ 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physio  ianail/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests!/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

P.y- 

Derma- 

mology 

etet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

S*ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

g«ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MAINE 

(Continued) 
Secondary  districts: 


Lewiston  District 

110 

86 

24 

7 

2 

Androscoggin 

92 

69 

23 

7 

2 

Franklin 

18 

17 

1 

- 

- 

MARYLAND 

2,651 

1,980 

671 

93 

115 

BALTIMORE  REGION 

2,344 

1,753 

591 

75 

102 

Primary  district: 

Baltimore  District 

2,039 

1,488 

551 

69 

94 

Baltimore!/ 

1,951 

1,404 

547 

69 

94 

Carroll 

48 

45 

3 

_ 

_ 

Harford 

29 

29 

- 

- 

- 

Howard 

11 

10 

1 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Easton  District 

46 

39 

7 

1 

2 

Talbot 

20 

15 

5 

1 

2 

Caroline 

14 

13 

1 

- 

- 

Queen  Annes 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

Salisbury  District 

87 

69 

18 

4 

4 

Wicomico 

30 

20 

10 

3 

2 

Dorchester 

25 

19 

6 

1 

2 

Somerset 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

Worcester 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Annapolis  District 

112 

101 

11 

1 

1 

Anne  Arundel 

41 

35 

6 

1 

1 

Calvert 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

Prince  Georges 

65 

61 

4 

- 

Elkton  District 

37 

35 

2 

_ 

1 

Cecil 

20 

19 

1 

_ 

_ 

Kent 

17 

16 

1 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Leonardtown  District 

23 

21 

2 

_ 

_ 

St.  Marys 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

Charles 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

CUMBERLAND  REGION 

307 

227 

80 

18 

13 

Primary  di-strict: 

Cumberland  District 

170 

119 

51 

15 

10 

Allegany 

74 

49 

25 

8 

5 

Garrett 

27 

20 

7 

2 

_ 

Washington 

69 

50 

19 

5 

5 

Secondary  districts: 

Frederick  District 

137 

108 

29 

3 

3 

Frederick 

49 

41 

8 

1 

2 

Mont  gome  ry 

88 

67 

21 

2 

1 

MASSACHUSETTS 

7,278 

5,447 

1,831 

310 

330 

BOSTON  REGION 

7,278 

5,447 

1,831 

310 

330 

Primary  district: 

Boston  District 

5,344 

3,953 

1,391 

215 

253 

Suffolk 

2,841 

1,800 

1,041 

145 

203 

Essex 

649 

561 

88 

28 

12 

Middlesex 

1,143 

1,001 

142 

32 

20 

Norfolk 

499 

408 

91 

4 

13 

Plymouth 

212 

183 

29 

6 

5 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


4 

2 

2 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

4 

2 

2 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

151 

71 

40 

59 

27 

22 

19 

12 

14 

5 

7 

36 

131 

68 

38 

51 

26 

18 

19 

11 

12 

5 

6 

29 

131 

68 

35 

46 

26 

16 

18 

11 

12 

5 

4 

16 

131 

68 

35 

45 

26 

16 

18 

11 

11 

5 

4 

14 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

" 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

4 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

' 

' 

’ 

“ 

“ 

~ 

“ 

” 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

' 

' 

' 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

' 

' 

' 

' 

“ 

' 

— 

1 

20 

3 

2 

8 

1 

4 

- 

1 

2 

- 

1 

7 

10 

3 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

5 

5 

2 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

3 

1 

2 

" 

“ 

1 

" 

“ 

1 

“ 

" 

1 

10 

8 

i 

1 

1 

2 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

7 

7 

1 

1 

2 

332 

117 

130 

199 

70 

76 

73 

42 

47 

24 

40 

41 

332 

117 

130 

199 

70 

76 

73 

42 

47 

24 

40 

41 

279 

97 

102 

137 

54 

54 

53 

32 

37 

23 

26 

29 

227 

77 

72 

82 

45 

42 

48 

29 

30 

17 

4 

20 

8 

5 

8 

9 

4 

4 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

17 

6 

12 

23 

2 

6 

1 

- 

5 

4 

10 

4 

22 

9 

9 

20 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

5 

2 

5 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

1 

43 

Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

eral 

mo logy 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol— 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

the- 

llo 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MASSACHUSETTS 

(Continued) 

Secondary  districts: 


Fall  River  District 

467 

378 

89 

22 

16 

8 

6 

5 

7 

3 

5 

6 

2 

2 

_ 

Br istol 

387 

305 

82 

21 

14 

8 

6 

4 

6 

3 

5 

6 

2 

2 

_ 

Barnstable 

64 

58 

6 

1 

2 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dukes 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nantucket 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pittsfield  District 

170 

125 

45 

11 

11 

4 

3 

4 

6 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

Berkshire 

170 

125 

45 

11 

11 

4 

3 

4 

6 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

Springfield  District 

615 

469 

146 

34 

23 

21 

3 

10 

22 

6 

9 

6 

3 

1 

1 

Hampden 

454 

339 

115 

27 

20 

17 

3 

8 

11 

6 

7 

6 

3 

1 

1 

Franklin 

56 

48 

8 

4 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Hampshire 

105 

82 

23 

3 

2 

4 

- 

1 

11 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Worcester  Distriot 

682 

522 

160 

28 

27 

20 

8 

9 

27 

6 

7 

7 

5 

6 

_ 

Worcester 

682 

522 

160 

28 

27 

20 

8 

9 

27 

6 

7 

7 

5 

6 

- 

MICHIGAN 

6,029 

4,651 

1,378 

270 

278 

254 

87 

103 

83 

57 

63 

23 

39 

31 

4 

DETROIT  REGION 

4,620 

3,557 

1,063 

201 

213 

206 

73 

84 

61 

46 

52 

15 

32 

27 

2 

Primary  district: 

Detroit  District 

3,237 

2,448 

789 

132 

158 

173 

60 

59 

55 

35 

38 

13 

27 

20 

2 

Wayne 

2,787 

2,089 

698 

119 

142 

154 

54 

54 

40 

34 

33 

12 

25 

15 

2 

Macomb 

~ 62 

57 

5 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Monroe 

44 

36 

8 

3 

3 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washtenaw 

344 

266 

78 

7 

12 

17 

6 

5 

15 

1 

4 

1 

2 

5 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Bay  City  District 

83 

63 

20 

6 

7 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Bay 

72 

53 

19 

6 

7 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

Arenac 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gladwin 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Flint  District 

263 

208 

55 

15 

11 

6 

5 

4 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

Genesee 

210 

160 

50 

13 

11 

4 

5 

4 

- 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

. 

Lapeer 

21 

20 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

Shiawassee 

32 

28 

4 

2 

- 

2 

- 

* 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

Jackson  District 

191 

163 

28 

10 

2 

4 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

4 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Jackson 

108 

89 

19 

6 

1 

3 

- 

2 

1 

1 

t 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

Hillsdale 

28 

25 

3 

2 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lenawee 

55 

49 

6 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lansing  District 

226 

162 

64 

11 

13 

11 

2 

7 

1 

2 

3 

_ 

2 

2 

_ 

Ingham 

174 

113 

61 

11 

12 

10 

2 

7 

1 

2 

3 

- 

2 

2 

_ 

Clinton 

21 

21 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Eaton 

31 

28 

3 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

" 

- 

" 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

Petoskey  District 

36 

29 

7 

2 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Emmet 

17 

11 

6 

1 

2 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Charlevoix 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cheboygan 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pontiac  District 

202 

154 

48 

7 

11 

5 

3 

8 

2 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Oakland 

180 

136 

44 

7 

11 

5 

3 

8 

2 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Livingston 

22 

18 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Port  Huron  District 

82 

73 

9 

5 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

St.  Clair 

63 

57 

6 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sanilac 

19 

16 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Saginaw  District 

191 

158 

33 

9 

5 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

Saginaw 

121 

91 

30 

8 

5 

2 

2 

2 

- 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

- 

Huron 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Midland 

18 

17 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tuscola 

32 

30 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

" 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Alma  District 

45 

41 

4 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gratiot 

27 

25 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isabella 

18 

16 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Alpena  District 

28 

25 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Alpena 

13 

11 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Alcona 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Montmorency 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Presque  Isle 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oscoda 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

2 

4 3 

3 2 

1 

1 

7 3 

7 3 


27  59 

17  34 

6 11 

5 9 

1 2 


2 

1 

1 

5 

5 


2 

1 

1 

1 

1 


5 

1 

4 


2 

2 


1 

1 

9 

8 

1 


2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 


1 


1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  ensaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio ianai/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

diatriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

5®ry 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

oine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

s*ry 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

MICHIGAN 

(Continued) 

Isolated  districts! 


Grayling  District 

36 

33 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Crawford 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clare 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Iosco 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ogemaw 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Otsego 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Roscommon 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

GRAND  RAPIDS  REGION 

1,164 

888 

276 

55 

60 

46 

13 

17 

21 

11 

11 

6 

Primary  district: 

Grand  Rapids  District 

491 

370 

121 

24 

27 

22 

8 

8 

7 

5 

3 

4 

Kent 

310 

205 

105 

17 

27 

21 

8 

7 

4 

5 

3 

4 

Allegan 

32 

29 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Barry 

20 

19 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ionia 

35 

32 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

Mecosta 

12 

11 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Montcalm 

24 

22 

2 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Newaygo 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ottawa 

46 

41 

5 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Battle  Creek  District 

164 

104 

60 

12 

11 

12 

3 

2 

4 

2 

3 

1 

Calhoun 

135 

79 

56 

10 

11 

12 

3 

2 

3 

2 

3 

1 

Branch 

29 

25 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Benton  Harbor  District 

109 

93 

16 

4 

7 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

Berrien 

90 

76 

14 

4 

5 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

_ 

Cass 

19 

17 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kalamazoo  District 

190 

145 

45 

6 

9 

8 

1 

4 

7 

1 

3 

_ 

Kalamazoo 

123 

82 

41 

6 

8 

8 

1 

3 

7 

1 

3 

_ 

St.  Joseph 

34 

31 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Van  Buren 

33 

32 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Muskegon  District 

107 

85 

22 

6 

6 

2 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

Muskegon 

81 

60 

21 

6 

5 

2 

1 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

Mason 

14 

13 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Oceana 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Traverse  City  District 

70 

60 

10 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

Grand  Traverse 

33 

26 

7 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

1 

3 

- 

_ 

1 

Antrim 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Benzie 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kalkaska 

4 

4 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

Leelanau 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Manistee 

14 

11 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Cadillac  District 

33 

31 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wexford 

13 

12 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lake 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Missaukee 

4 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Osceola 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

MARQUETTE  REGION 

245 

206 

39 

14 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Primary  district: 

Marquette  District 

81 

69 

12 

6 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Marquette 

43 

36 

7 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Alger 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Baraga 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Dickinson 

16 

13 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Iron 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Ironwood  District 

34 

30 

4 

2 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gogebic 

25 

22 

3 

2 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ontonagon 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts- 

Escanaba  District 

43 

35 

8 

2 

1 

. 

_ 

_ 

Delta 

22 

19 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Menominee 

16 

12 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Schoolcraft 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 


1 


1 


1 


7 4 2 7 16 


1 5 

1 1 

1 
1 


1 

1 


1 2 
1 2 


2 

2 


4 

3 

1 


3 

1 

1 

1 


2 

1 


1 


2 

1 


1 1 
1 

1 


2 3 

1 

2 1 

1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 
region, 
district, 
and 
county 
designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests!/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gery 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

8 is 

ersj-/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MICHIGAN 

(Continued,) 


Hancock  District 

45 

40 

5 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Houghton 

43 

38 

5 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Keweenaw 

2 

2 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  District 

42 

32 

10 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Chippewa 

26 

18 

8 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Luce 

11 

9 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Mackinac 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

MINNESOTA 

3,280 

2,447 

833 

161 

156 

188 

53 

49 

40 

28 

35 

24 

27 

30 

5 

22 

15 

DULUTH  REGION 

426 

333 

93 

23 

17 

15 

5 

6 

3 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

- 

9 

2 

Primary  district: 

Duluth  District 

254 

182 

72 

17 

12 

14 

5 

6 

1 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

_ 

3 

1 

St.  Louis 

209 

139 

70  • 

17 

10 

14 

5 

6 

1 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

- 

3 

1 

Aitkin 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cook 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Itasca 

23 

23 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Koochiching 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lake 

4 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

" 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Crookston  District 

76 

67 

9 

3 

3 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

Polk 

30 

23 

7 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Clearwater 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kittson 

7 

6 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mahnomen 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marshall 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Norman 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pennington 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Red  Lake 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-cecondary  districts: 

Bemidji  District 

29 

27 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Beltrami 

15 

13 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Hubbard 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lake  of  the  Woods 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Roseau 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Brainerd  District 

34 

26 

8 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

1 

Crow  Wing 

21 

16 

5 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Cass 

13 

10 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

Cloquet  District 

33 

31 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

Carlton 

23 

21 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pine 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

MINNEAPOLIS  REGION 

2,176 

1,679 

497 

109 

96 

89 

39 

36 

29 

15 

20 

12 

18 

11 

1 

11 

11 

Primary  district: 

Minneapolis  District 

1,024 

722 

302 

52 

64 

58 

27 

21 

15 

12 

15 

7 

11 

7 

1 

5 

7 

Hennepin 

926 

628 

298 

52 

63 

58 

27 

21 

12 

12 

15 

7 

11 

7 

1 

5 

7 

Anoka 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Carver 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dakota 

26 

25 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

- 

- 

Isanti 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McLeod 

18 

17 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wright 

24 

24 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Fergus  Falls  District 

118 

104 

14 

6 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

Otter  Tail 

41 

35 

6 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Becker 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Clay 

18 

16 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Douglas 

15 

14 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grant 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Trave rse 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wadena 

11 

8 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Wilkin 

6 

5 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region. 

Gen- 

district. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

county 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-. 

er«2/ 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physio tans^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mo  logy 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

gery 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

its 

laryn- 

cine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MINNESOTA 

(Continued) 


Mankato  District 

108 

92 

16 

6 

2 

2 

- 

- 

4 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Blue  Earth 

43 

33 

10 

4 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

Faribault 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

Martin 

21 

20 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nicollet 

16 

12 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Waseca 

12 

11 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

New  Ulm  District 

90 

85 

5 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Brown 

23 

18 

5 

3 

2 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cottonwood 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rodwood 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Renville 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Watonwan 

10 

10 

" 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Cloud  District 

112 

104 

8 

3 

1 

_ 

2 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Stearns 

51 

46 

5 

2 

1 

- 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Benton 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kandiyohi 

20 

17 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Meeker 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pope 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sherburne 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Todd 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Paul  District 

479 

341 

138 

33 

22 

28 

10 

15 

5 

3 

4 

5 

7 

4 

_ 

_ 

2 

Ramsey 

445 

309 

136 

31 

22 

28 

10 

15 

5 

3 

4 

5 

7 

4 

_ 

_ 

2 

Chisago 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

25 

23 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

" 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Shakopee  District 

85 

78 

7 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Scott 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Le  Sueur 

19 

18 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rice 

39 

34 

5 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Sibley 

13 

12 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Little  Falls  District 

28 

28 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Morrison 

16 

16 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kanabec 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mille  Lacs 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Montivideo  District 

42 

41 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Chippewa 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lac  Qui  Parle 

9 

9 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Swift 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Yellow  Medicine 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Pipestone  District 

72 

67 

5 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Pipestone 

12 

11 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lyon 

18 

17 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Murray 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nobles 

20 

17 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

Rock 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Morris  District 

18 

17 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Stevens 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Big  Stone 

11 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ROCHESTER  REGION 

678 

435 

243 

29 

43 

84 

9 

7 

8 

10 

12 

10 

6 

17 

4 

2 

2 

Primary  district: 

Rochester  District 

568 

338 

230 

22 

41 

81 

9 

7 

8 

10 

11 

10 

6 

17 

4 

2 

2 

Olmsted 

487 

261 

226 

21 

41 

81 

9 

7 - 

8 

10 

11 

9 

6 

17 

4 

_ 

2 

Dodge 

10 

10 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Fillmore 

26 

26 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Goodhue 

29 

26 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Wabasha 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Secondary  districts! 

Austin  District 

69 

61 

8 

5 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

Mower 

29 

26 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Freeborn 

23 

21 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Steele 

17 

14 

3 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Winona  District 

41 

36 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Winona 

31 

26 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Houston 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 
tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 

Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

district, 

eral 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

and 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rica 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MISSISSIPPI 

1,360 

1,154 

206 

52 

42 

18 

8 

13 

9 

5 

5 

1 

3 

4 

1 

8 

37 

JACKSON  REGION 

980 

832 

148 

34 

27 

13 

5 

10 

5 

4 

5 

1 

3 

4 

1 

8 

28 

Primary  district: 

Jackson  Distriot 

200 

139 

69 

11 

11 

7 

1 

5 

5 

3 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

8 

12 

Hinds 

120 

66 

54 

11 

9 

7 

1 

5 

2 

3 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Copiah 

14 

13 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

Madison 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Rankin 

17 

14 

3 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

3 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Simps on 

21 

13 

8 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

7 

. 

Yazoo 

21 

19 

2 

" 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts z 

Greenville  District 

132 

116 

16 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

5 

Washington 

38 

27 

11 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

Bolivar 

35 

33 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

Humphreys 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Sharkey 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Sunflower 

33 

32 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Natchez  District 

68 

33 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Adams 

22 

19 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Franklin 

5 

5 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jefferson 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wilkinson 

6 

4 

2 

" 

1 

1 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Vicksburg  District 

59 

41 

18 

4 

4 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Warren 

50 

32 

18 

4 

4 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Claiborne 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Issaquena 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Corinth  District 

47 

42 

5 

2 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Alcorn 

20 

16 

4 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Prentiss 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tippah 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tishomingo 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greenwood  District 

83 

78 

5 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Leflore 

39 

35 

4 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Carroll 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Holmes 

22 

21 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

Tallahatchie 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grenada  District 

69 

67 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grenada 

12 

11 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Calhoun 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

* - 

- 

Choctaw 

6 

6 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Montgomery 

9 

8 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Webster 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

Yalobusha 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McComb  District 

50 

43 

7 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Pike 

25 

21 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

1 

Amite 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Lincoln 

16 

14 

2 

1 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Oxford  District 

87 

82 

5 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

Lafayette 

21 

18 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Benton 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marshall 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Panola 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pontotoc 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tate 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Union 

15 

13 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Philadelphia  District 

57 

56 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Neshoba 

12 

11 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Attala 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Leake 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Scott 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Winston 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

Tylertown  District 

29 

28 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Walthall 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lawrence 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marion 

17 

16 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 
tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State. 

region. 

Gen- 

district. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation. 

tion-. 

ora£/ 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physio lansl/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Poy- 

Derma- 

raology 

stet- 

chi- 

Sadi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto— 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

««**y 

Uedi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphl- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

laryn- 

cine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MISSISSIPPI 

(Continued) 

Isolated  districts: 


Clarksdale  District 

65 

60 

5 

2 

1 

Coahoma 

30 

26 

4 

2 

1 

De  Soto 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Quitman 

14 

14 

- 

_ 

_ 

Tunica 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

Tupelo  District 

56 

47 

9 

3 

3 

Lee 

35 

29 

6 

2 

2 

Chickasaw 

17 

14 

3 

1 

1 

Itawamba 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

MERIDIAN  REGION 

380 

322 

58 

18 

15 

Primary  district: 

Meridian  District 

104 

88 

16 

4 

5 

Lauderdale 

57 

42 

15 

4 

4 

Clarke 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jasper 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

_ 

Kempe  r 

8 

7 

1 

- 

1 

Newton 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Hattiesburg  District 

61 

54 

7 

2 

1 

Forrest 

29 

25 

4 

2 

_ 

Lamar 

7 

6 

1 

_ 

_ 

Pearl  River 

13 

12 

1 

_ 

_ 

Perry 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

- 

Stone 

6 

5 

1 

- 

1 

Laurel  District 

59 

55 

4 

2 

1 

Jones 

37 

33 

4 

2 

1 

Covington 

5 

5 

_ 

- 

_ 

Jefferson  Davis 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

_ 

Smith 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wayne 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Columbus  Di-strict 

82 

70 

12 

4 

4 

Lowndes 

28 

22 

6 

2 

2 

Clay 

11 

10 

1 

1 

_ 

Monroe 

20 

15 

5 

1 

2 

Noxubee 

10 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Oktibbeha 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

Gulfport  District 

66 

47 

19 

6 

4 

Harrison 

49 

34 

15 

5 

4 

Hancock 

5 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

12 

9 

3 

1 

- 

Isolated  districts i 

Lucedale  District 

8 

8 

George 

5 

5 

- 

_ 

_ 

Greene 

3 

3 

- 

- 

_ 

2 

1 


2 1 
1 1 


5 3341  - - - - - - 9 


1-221---  1 
1 - 221  - - - - - -1 


1-----  - - - 3 


1 

1 


2 1 -----  - 1 


2 2-  2----  - _-  3 
12-2----  _--i 


MISSOURI 


4,912  3,783  1,129 


256  206  223 


93  61  60  61  32  31  24  38  4 14  26 


COLUMBIA  REGION 
Primary  district: 

Columbia  District 
Boone 
Audrain 
Callaway 
Cooper 
Howard 
Moniteau 
Randolph 

Seconds ry. districts : 

Hannibal  District 
Marion 
Lewis 
Monroe 
Ralls 
She lby 


502  443 


59 


20  7 7 


2 4 11 


3 1 


3 


178  155  23 

60  47  13 

18  17  1 

29  26  3 

21  20  1 

13  12  1 

8 8 

29  25  4 


6 

2 

1 

1 


2 


4 

2 


2 


3 

2 


2 

2 


1 


1 


1 

1 


3 

1 

1 

1 


1 

1 


2 

2 


68  61 

41  34 

7 7 

8 8 

4 4 

8 8 


10 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

6iol- 

Health 

ersi!/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MISSOURI 

(Continued) 


Jefferson  City  District 

56 

42 

14 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

Cole 

37 

24 

13 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

Miller 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Osage 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rolla  District 

70 

65 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

Phelps 

16 

13 

3 

2 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

Crawford 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

Dent 

6 

5 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gasconade 

14 

14 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Maries 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pulaski 

8 

8 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Texas 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Kirksville  District 

100 

93 

7 

2 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

Adair 

22 

17 

5 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

Clark 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Knox 

4 

4 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Linn 

18 

17 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Macon 

16 

15 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Putnam 

8 

8 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Schuyler 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Scotland 

7 

7 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sullivan 

12 

12 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Lebanon  District 

30 

27 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Laclede 

15 

12 

3 

2 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

Camden 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wright 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 


6 

5 

1 


1 


KANSAS  CITY  REGION 

1,496 

1,147 

349 

75 

67 

68 

29 

17 

23 

17 

12 

10 

9 

12 

3 

1 

6 

Primary  district: 

Kansas  City  District 

979 

695 

284 

56 

57 

59 

27 

15 

13 

15 

10 

9 

7 

11 

3 

_ 

2 

Jacks  on 

849 

573 

276 

54 

56 

55 

27 

15 

13 

15 

9 

9 

7 

11 

3 

_ 

2 

Cass 

20 

20 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clay 

41 

37 

4 

- 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Johnson 

23 

20 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Lafayette 

33 

32 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ray 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Marshall  District 

68 

64 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Saline 

39 

36 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Carroll 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Chariton 

15 

14 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Joseph  District 

176 

134 

42 

11 

6 

6 

2 

2 

5 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

Buchanan 

128 

87 

41 

11 

6 

6 

2 

2 

5 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

- 

1 

Andrew 

13 

13 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Clinton 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

De  Kalb 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Platte 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

15 

15 

Maryville  District 

64 

60 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Nodaway 

28 

25 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Atchison 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Gentry 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Holt 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

- 

Worth 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Sedalia  District 

69 

65 

4 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pettis 

33 

29 

4 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Benton 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Henry 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Morgan 

7 

7 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Nevada  District 

63 

56 

7 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Vernon 

27 

22 

5 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bates 

13 

12 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Cedar 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Hickory 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Clair 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

Gen- 

diatriot. 

oral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-. 

er«2/ 

Active  non-Federal  physic  iansT/ 


All 

types 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interest a^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

P»y- 

Derma- 

raology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

g®ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

g®ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

golo^ 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 


Pub- 

lio 

Health 


MISSOURI 

(Continued) 


Trenton  District 

77 

73 

4 

2 

1 

1 

Grundy 

19 

16 

3 

2 

1 

- 

Caldwell 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Daviess 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Harrison 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Livingston 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Mercer 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ST.  LOUIS  REGION 

2,575 

1,926 

649 

141 

122 

133 

Primary  district: 

St.  Louis  District 
St.  Louisjy 

2,255 

1,626 

629 

132 

121 

132 

2,171 

1,546 

625 

130 

119 

132 

Franklin 

28 

27 

1 

1 

- 

- 

Jefferson 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

- 

St.  Charles 

26 

23 

3 

1 

2 

- 

Warren 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Cape  Girardeau  District 

72 

64 

8 

5 

_ 

1 

Cape  Girardeau 

40 

35 

5 

4 

- 

- 

Bollinger 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Perry 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Scott 

18 

15 

3 

1 

- 

1 

Poplar  Bluff  District 

72 

66 

6 

3 

1 

_ 

Butler 

18 

15 

3 

2 

1 

- 

Carter 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dunklin 

25 

23 

2 

1 

- 

- 

Ripley 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Stoddard 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Wayne 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

" 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Louisiana  District 

37 

36 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Pike 

17 

16 

1 

1 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Montgomery 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Charleston  District 

57 

57 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mississippi 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

New  Madrid 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Penis  cot 

27 

27 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Flat  River  District 

61 

56 

5 

_ 

_ 

St.  Francois 

32 

28 

4 

- 

- 

- 

Iron 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Madison 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Reynolds 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ste.  Genevieve 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

West  Plains  District 

21 

21 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Howell 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oregon 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Shannon 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

SPRINGFIELD  REGION 

339 

267 

72 

20 

10 

15 

Primary  district: 

Springfield  District 

187 

135 

52 

13 

8 

9 

Greene 

123 

78 

45 

13 

8 

8 

Christian 

4 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Dade 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dallas 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

Lawrence 

23 

16 

7 

- 

- 

1 

Polk 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Webster 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Joplin  District 

108 

88 

20 

7 

2 

6 

Jasper 

81 

61 

20 

7 

2 

6 

Barton 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Newton 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

• 

59 

37 

34 

39 

13 

18 

14 

22 

1 

6 

10 

58 

37 

31 

38 

13 

18 

14 

22 

1 

6 

6 

58 

37 

31 

38 

13 

18 

14 

22 

1 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

■ ' 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

~ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

" 

' 

' 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

' 

' 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

3 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

' 

' 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

3 

3 

2 

4 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

7 

- 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1 

6 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

' 

“ 

- 

“ 

~ 

“ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physician^  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

typ«B 

rhino- 

6®ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gologjr 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MISSOURI 

(Continued) 

Isolated  districts: 

Branson  District 
Taney 
Barry 
Douglas 
McDonald 
Ozark 
Stone 


MONTANA 


BILLINGS  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Billings  District 
Yellowstone 
Big  Horn 
Carbon 

Golden  Valley 
Musselshell 
Stillwater 
Sweet  Grass 
Treasure 

Secondary  districts: 

Miles  City  District 
Custer 
Carter 
Fallon 
Garfield 
Powder  River 
Prairie 
Rosebud 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Glendive  District 
Daws  on 
McCone 
Richland 
Wibaux 


BUTTE  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Butte  District 
Silver  Bow 
Beaverhead 
Deer  Lodge 
Jefferson 
Madison 

Secondary  districts: 

Missoula  District 
Missoula 
Granite 
Lake 
Mineral 
Powell 
Ravalli 
Sanders 

Isolated  districts: 

Kalispell  District 
Flathead 
Glacier 
Lincoln 


44 

c 

44 

e 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

o 

15 

4 

o 

15 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

7 

6 

6 

7 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

480 

378 

102 

27 

25 

19 

5 

4 

1 

3 

5 

2 

102 

88 

14 

4 

3 

5 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

67 

56 

11 

4 

2 

3 

1 

1 

42 

4 

32 

4 

10 

3 

2 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

6 

2 

4 

2 

1 

5 

2 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

21 

19 

2 

1 

1 

9 

1 

7 

1 

2 

“ 

1 

1 

" 

- 

- 

- 

4 

1 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

A 

- 

- 

- 

- 

* 

- 

- 

- 

- 

14 

1 4 

13 

1 

1 

4 

2 

6 

2 

3 

2 

6 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

200 

152 

48 

10 

13 

10 

4 

2 

1 

1 

3 

- 

83 

57 

26 

5 

8 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

54 

30 

24 

4 

8 

5 

2 

1 

- 

1 

3 

- 

14 

3 

6 

12 

3 

6 

2 

1 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

81 

61 

20 

4 

5 

4 

2 

1 

39 

23 

16 

4 

4 

4 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

13 

i 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

X 

8 

X 

5 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

11 

6 

11 

6 

- 

- 

v - 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

36 

34 

2 

1 

1 

25 

24 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1-28 


2 2 


2 2 
2 


2 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

diatriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 


Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

All 

ti- 

or^7 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physioianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anea- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lio 

rhino- 

gory 

Uedi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gOlOQT 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

MONTANA 

(Continued) 


GREAT  FALLS  REGION 

178 

138 

40 

13 

9 

4 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

6 

Primary  district: 

Great  Falls  District 

56 

33 

23 

6 

5 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cascade 

46 

23 

23 

6 

5 

4 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Chouteau 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. 

Judith  Basin 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Meagher 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Teton 

3 

3 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

" 

Secondary  districts i 

Havre  District 

21 

19 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Hill 

12 

10 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Blaine 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Liberty 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Helena  District 

23 

17 

6 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

4 

Lewis  and  Clark 

20 

14 

6 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

Broadwater 

3 

3 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lewistown  District 

17 

15 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Fergus 

10 

8 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Petroleum 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Phillips 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wheatland 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts v 

Bozeman  District 

27 

22 

5 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Gallatin 

19 

14 

5 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Park 

8 

8 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Yellowstone  National  Park  (part)S/ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Conrad  District 

10 

9 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ponde ra 

4 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Toole 

6 

e 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Glasgow  District 

24 

23 

1 

1 

_ _ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Valley 

14 

13 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Daniels 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Roosevelt 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Sheridan 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NEBRASKA 

1,522 

1,198 

324 

74 

73 

68 

19 

15 

18 

11 

12 

9 

11 

7 

” 

2 

5 

LINCOLN  REGION 

459 

348 

111 

24 

24 

25 

7 

3 

10 

3 

3 

5 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Primary  district: 

Lincoln  District 

226 

148 

78 

13 

16 

17 

5 

3 

8 

3 

1 

5 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Lancaster 

183 

105 

78 

13 

16 

17 

5 

3 

8 

3 

1 

5 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Cass 

14 

14 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Saline 

14 

14 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Seward 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts  : 


Beatrice  District 

63 

52 

11 

3 

2 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gage 

32 

25 

7 

2 

1 

3 

- 

_ 

. 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jefferson 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

Johnson 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pawnee 

7 

4 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hastings  District 

89 

74 

15 

4 

3 

4 

1 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Adams 

38 

25 

13 

4 

1 

4 

1 

- 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

Clay 

10 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Franklin 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kearney 

7 

6 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nuckolls 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

Thayer 

11 

11 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Webster 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Nebraska  City  District 

51 

46 

5 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

Otoe 

17 

16 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Nemaha 

13 

12 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Richardson 

21 

18 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

York  District 

30 

28 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

York 

20 

18 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Fillmore 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 

tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 

State , 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 
distriot , 
and 
county 
designation 

All 

Gen- 
eral 
prao- 
ti- 
ti  on- 
ers 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

NEBRASKA 

(Continued) 


OMAHA  REGION 

1,063 

850 

213 

50 

49 

43 

12 

12 

8 

8 

9 

4 

7 

7 

- 

2 

2 

Primary  district: 

Omaha  District 

506 

341 

165 

31 

32 

37 

12 

11 

7 

8 

9 

4 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Douglas 

450 

288 

162 

30 

31 

37 

12 

10 

7 

8 

9 

4 

7 

7 

_ 

- 

_ 

Dodge 

26 

24 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sarpy 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Saunders 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Alliance  District 

32 

29 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Box  Butte 

12 

9 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

Dawes 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

Sheridan 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sioux 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Columbus  District 

77 

69 

8 

3 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Platte 

19 

12 

7 

3 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Boone 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Butler 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Colfax 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Merrick 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Nance 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Polk 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grand  Island  District 

40 

31 

9 

2 

4 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Hall 

28 

19 

9 

2 

4 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

Hamilton 

8 

8 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

. 

- 

_ 

_ 

Howard 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

Norfolk  District 

65 

59 

6 

4 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Madison 

37 

31 

6 

4 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Antelope 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pierce 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Stanton 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wayne 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Kearney  District 

91 

82 

9 

2 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

Buffalo 

29 

22 

7 

1 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

Custer 

22 

22 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Daws  on 

21 

21 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Harlan 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Phelps 

9 

7 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sherman 

4 

4 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McCook  District 

33 

30 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Red  Willow 

13 

10 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Frontier 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Furnas 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gosper 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hayes 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hitchcock 

6 

6 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

North  Platte  District 

33 

30 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lincoln 

25 

22 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Keith 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Logan 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McFVierson 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Perkins 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Scottsbluff  District 

47 

41 

6 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

Scotts  Bluff 

38 

32 

6 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Banner 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morrill 

9 

9 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Winnebago  District 

43 

42 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Thurston 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Burt 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cuming 

13 

12 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dakota 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dixon 

7 

7 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Imperial  District 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Chase 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dundy 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


54 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  physic  ianal/ 

State* 

Full-time 

BpeciAliats  with  designated  interests^/ 

region* 

distriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prac- 

ti- 

tion-. 

era!/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

0b- 

stet- 

rioa 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

NEBRASKA 
(Continued ) 


O’Neill  District 
Holt 
Boyd 
Cedar 
Garfield 
Creeley 
Knox 
Valley 
Wheeler 


51  51 

10  10 

4 4 

11  11 

2 2 

6 6 

10  10 

8 8 


Sidney  District 
Cheyenne 
Arthur 
Deuel 
Garden 
Kimball 


20  20 

7 7 

4 4 

3 3 

6 6 


Valentine  District 
Cherry 
Blaine 
Brown 
Grant 
Hooker 
Keyapaha 
Loup 
Rock 
Thomas 


18  18 

6 6 

1 1 

5 5 

1 1 

3 3 

1 1 

1 1 


NEVADA 


RENO  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Reno  District 
Washoe 
Churchill 
Douglas 
Lyon 
Ormsby 
Storey 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Elko  District 
Elko 
Eureka 
Lander 

Ely  District 
White  Pine 
Lincoln 

Las  Vegas  District 
Clark 
Nye 

Winnemucca  District 
Humboldt 
Pershing 

Isolated  districts: 

Hawthorne  District 
Mineral 
Esmeralda 


138  115  23  4 8 2 


138  115  23  4 8 2 


72  53 

56  37 

4 4 

2 2 

3 3 

5 5 

2 2 


19 

19 


16 

16 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

17 

13 

4 

_ 

3 

1 

13 

9 

4 

- 

3 

1 

4 

4 

- 

- 

19 

19 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

14 

14 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

10 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

5 

- 

“ 

“ 

4 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2-2  2 


2-2  2 


1 


2 


1 2 


1 2 
1 2 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


592  494 


98  29  18  10 


6 10  2 72  1 41  35 


MANCHESTER  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Manchester  District 
Hillsborough 
Cheshire 


592  494 


98  29  18  10 


6 10  2 72  1 41  35 


210  173 

169  136 

41  37 


37  13  6 2 

33  11  6 2 

4 2 - - 


4 2 2 2 2 1 1 

3 2 2 2 2 1 

1 - - - - - 1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physickms  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 

region. 

Gen- 

distriot. 

eral 

and 

All 

prac- 

county 

ti- 

designation 

tion- 

All 
typo  b 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

0b- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

rhino- 

g««T 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

8 is 

Health 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 
(Continued) 


Secondary  districts; 


Concord  Distriot 

131 

105 

26 

4 

4 

4 

- 

1 

Merrimack 

79 

58 

21 

3 

3 

3 

- 

1 

Belknap 

33 

29 

4 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Sullivan 

19 

18 

1 

- 

1 

" 

- 

- 

Hanover  District 

149 

125 

24 

6 

6 

4 

_ 

_ 

Grafton 

86 

67 

19 

4 

4 

3 

- 

- 

Carroll 

23 

20 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

Coos 

40 

38 

2 

1 

1 

" 

- 

- 

Portsmouth  District 

102 

91 

11 

6 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

Rockingham 

62 

55 

7 

3 

2 

- 

- 

1 

Strafford 

40 

36 

4 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NEW  JERSEY 

5,513 

4,517 

996 

211 

169 

160 

72 

77 

C AMD EM  REGION 

859 

747 

112 

29 

19 

27 

10 

4 

Primary  district; 

Camden  District 

457 

401 

56 

16 

8 

12 

7 

2 

Camden 

292 

244 

48 

14 

7 

8 

7 

2 

Burlington 

107 

102 

5 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

Gloucester 
Secondary  districts; 

58 

55 

3 

3 

Atlantic  City  District 

281 

233 

48 

10 

7 

15 

3 

2 

Atlantic 

202 

157 

45 

10 

5 

14 

3 

2 

Cape  May 

33 

33 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ocean 

46 

43 

3 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

Bridgeton  District 

121 

113 

8 

3 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cumberland 

80 

75 

5 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

Salem 

41 

38 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

NEWARK  REGION 

4,654 

3,770 

884 

182 

150 

133 

62 

73 

Primary  district; 

Newark  District 

3,565 

2,883 

682 

144 

122 

102 

48 

59 

Essex 

1,476 

1,172 

304 

63 

43 

51 

28 

29 

Bergen 

406 

360 

46 

10 

9 

6 

1 

5 

Hudson 

821 

686 

135 

24 

31 

24 

10 

12 

Passaic 

446 

350 

96 

23 

20 

11 

5 

5 

Union 

416 

315 

101 

24 

19 

10 

4 

8 

Secondary  districts; 

Morristown  District 

243 

203 

40 

4 

5 

8 

4 

3 

Morris 

168 

131 

37 

3 

4 

8 

4 

3 

Sussex 

29  . 

27 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Warren 

46 

45 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

New  Brunswick  District 

494 

411 

83 

17 

10 

11 

5 

8 

Middlesex 

205 

167 

38 

7 

4 

7 

3 

4 

Monmouth 

206 

171 

35 

9 

4 

3 

1 

3 

Somerset  • 

83 

73 

10 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Trenton  District 

352 

273 

79 

17 

13 

12 

5 

3 

Mercer 

306 

230 

76 

17 

13 

10 

5 

3 

Hunterdon 

46 

43 

3 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

NEW  MEXICO 

354 

294 

60 

13 

7 

8 

2 

4 

ALBUQUERQUE  REGION 

354 

294 

60 

13 

7 

8 

2 

4 

Primary  districts 

Albuquerque  District 

83 

60 

23 

2 

2 

4 

1 

2 

Bernalillo 

68 

46 

22 

2 

2 

4 

1 

2 

Sandoval 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Torrance 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Valencia 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

5 

1 


2 

2 


64  43 


3 7 


1 2 
1 2 


2 4 

2 4 


1 

1 


61  36 


30  28 

17  11 

1 

4 8 

2 4 

6 5 


12  1 
12  1 


11  4 

1 3 

7 1 
3 

8 3 

8 3 


2 

1 

1 

1 

1 


2 

1 

1 


52  35 


4 2 


1 2 
1 2 


3 

3 


48  33 


40  29 

16  13 

4 1 

4 7 

9 3 

7 5 


1 

1 


5 1 

3 

2 1 


2 3 

2 3 


3 3 11 

3 3 11 

3 3 1 

2 3 1 

1 - 


35 


2 


1 

1 


1 

1 


33 


30 

12 

2 

5 

6 
5 


1 

1 


2 

2 


2 12 
2 12 


32  10  26  10 


2 


2 


1 


1 

1 


2 1 
1 1 
1 


30  10  24  9 


21 

10 

3 
2 

4 
2 


8 16  5 
2 6 3 
2 2- 
13- 
12  1 
2 3 1 


6 1 

2 

3 1 

1 

3 1 

3 1 


3 4 

2 4 

1 


2 


5 


11 


2 


5 


11 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  phyaioianal/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialista  with  designated  interests^/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

district. 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

typ«a 

rhino- 

€*ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

NEW  MEXICO 
(Continued) 


Secondary  districts: 


Hot  Springs  District 

64 

57 

7 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Sierra 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Catron 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dona  Ana 

16 

14 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Grant 

22 

18 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Hidalgo 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Luna 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Socorro 

6 

6 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Las  Vegas  District 

28 

25 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

San  Miguel 

14 

11 

3 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Guadalupe 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Quay 

9 

9 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

Santa  Fe  District 

38 

32 

6 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

2 

Santa  Fe 

31 

25 

6 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

Rio  Arriba 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Carlsbad  District 

42 

34 

8 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Eddy 

19 

13 

6 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Lea 

16 

14 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Otero 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clovis  District 

23 

22 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ * 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Curry 

18 

17 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Roosevelt 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gallup  District 

17 

14 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

McKinley 

13 

10 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

San  Juan 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Raton  District 

36 

30 

6 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Colfax 

17 

15 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Harding 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mora 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Taos 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Union 

8 

5 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Roswell  District 

23 

20 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Chaves 

17 

14 

3 

2 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

De  Baca 

2 

2 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NEW  YORK 

25,663 

19,237 

6,426 

1,162 

1,085 

1,160 

553 

439 

571 

270 

278 

190 

248 

172 

60 

97 

141 

ALBANY  REGION 

1,409 

1,099 

310 

57 

54 

43 

20 

18 

19 

12 

8 

3 

9 

17 

1 

19 

30 

Primary  district: 

Albany  District 

701 

520 

181 

29 

35 

24 

17 

11 

10 

6 

5 

2 

5 

10 

1 

5 

21 

Albany 

421 

286 

135 

19 

24 

18 

14 

8 

9 

6 

2 

1 

4 

8 

1 

1 

20 

Columbia 

44 

38 

6 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

Greene 

43 

41 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rensselaer 

167 

129 

38 

9 

10 

4 

3 

3 

1 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

2 

_ 

Schoharie 

26 

26 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Glens  Falls  District 

119 

95 

24 

4 

4 

7 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

4 

Warren 

69 

47 

22 

4 

4 

5 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

4 

Washington 

50 

48 

2 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gloversville  District 

71 

65 

6 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Fulton 

64 

58 

6 

3 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Hamilton 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ • 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Plattsburg  District 

199 

163 

36 

5 

6 

2 

_ 

2 

6 

1 

_ 

. 

1 

2 

_ 

9 

2 

Clinton 

52 

42 

10 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

5 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Essex 

58 

54 

4 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

Franklin 

89 

67 

22 

3 

5 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

6 

2 

Schenectady  District 

319 

256 

63 

16 

9 

10 

2 

3 

3 

4 

2 

1 

3 

3 

_ 

5 

2 

Schenectady 

176 

135 

41 

12 

7 

2 

2 

3 

3 

4 

1 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

2 

1 

Montgomery 

66 

58 

8 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Satatoga 

77 

63 

14 

1 

1 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

2 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State, 

region. 

Gen- 

distriot. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion- 

or«5/ 

Active  non-Faderal  physio iana^/ 


Full-tins®  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


All 

types 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

mo logy 

stet- 

ohi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lio 

rhino- 

gory 

fcfiedi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

g«ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

NEW  YORK 
(Continued) 


BUFFALO  REGION 

3,123 

2,404 

719 

137 

148 

132 

41 

45 

45 

22 

35 

20 

24 

26 

9 

12 

23 

Primary  district: 

Buffalo  District 

1,708 

1,334 

374 

79 

73 

70 

17 

22 

20 

12 

20 

8 

16 

12 

8 

6 

11 

Erie 

1,241 

931 

310 

62 

63 

63 

15 

18 

19 

10 

16 

7 

14 

10 

7 

- 

6 

Cattaraugus 

82 

72 

10 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

3 

2 

Chautauqua 

131 

107 

24 

5 

4 

4 

2 

2 

- 

1 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

Genesee 

46 

39 

7 

2 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Niagara 

167 

148 

19 

7 

2 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

2 

- 

- 

2 

1 

2 

- 

Wyoming 

41 

37 

4 

1 

1 

2 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Clifton  Springs  District 

137 

107 

30 

6 

6 

7 

_ 

1 

3 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

Ontario 

78 

55 

23 

5 

4 

7 

- 

1 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Seneca 

30 

26 

4 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yates 

29 

26 

3 

1 

1 

- 

" 

- 

- 

1 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Elmira  District 

196 

147 

49 

12 

14 

4 

4 

3 

1 

_ 

2 

_ 

2 

2 

_ 

2 

3 

Chemung 

96 

74 

22 

8 

3 

2 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Schuyler 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tompkins 

88 

61 

27 

4 

11 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

2 

3 

Hornell  District 

133 

120 

• 13 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

Steuben 

89 

76 

13 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

3 

Allegany 

44 

44 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rochester  District 

949 

696 

253 

36 

51 

51 

20 

19 

21 

8 

10 

12 

6 

10 

1 

4 

4 

Monroe 

784 

547 

237 

35 

48 

51 

. 20 

17 

15 

8 

10 

12 

6 

8 

1 

2 

4 

Livingston 

62 

55 

7 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

2 

- 

Orleans 

33 

32 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wayne 

70 

62 

8 

1 

2 

“ 

' 

2 

2 

' 

' 

' 

— 

1 

NEW  YORK  REGION 

19,755 

14,677 

5,078 

910 

824 

932 

473 

359 

475 

221 

221 

160 

206 

118 

47 

56 

76 

Primary  district: 


New  York.  District 

18,770 

13,915 

4,855 

871 

780 

904 

462 

353 

428 

214 

211 

155 

204 

109 

46 

49 

69 

New  York  CityZ/ 

16,889 

12,405 

4,484 

813 

742 

849 

441 

318 

357 

207 

191 

145 

190 

95 

42 

38 

56 

Nassau 

514 

434 

80 

17 

12 

17 

3 

o 

1 

2 

6 

3 

6 

- 

- 

3 

1 

Rockland 

123 

102 

21 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

13 

- 

- 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

- 

Suffolk 

306 

247 

59 

4 

A 

2 

- 

- 

38 

1 

1 

- 

- 

3 

- 

2 

4 

Westchester 

938 

727 

211 

36 

22 

36 

18 

26 

19 

4 

13 

6 

7 

8 

3 

5 

8 

Secondary  districts: 


Binghamton  District 

328 

243 

85 

20 

18 

14 

6 

2 

7 

3 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

3 

Broome 

249 

169 

80 

17 

17 

14 

6 

2 

6 

3 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

3 

Chenango 

37 

35 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tioga 

42 

39 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

” 

“ 

Kingston  District 

424 

349 

75 

11 

16 

8 

4 

2 

13 

3 

4 

3 

- 

4 

- 

5 

2 

Ulster 

115 

89 

26 

4 

7 

3 

2 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Delaware 

40 

40 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Orange 

212 

172 

40 

6 

8 

3 

2 

1 

8 

2 

3 

2 

- 

2 

- 

2 

1 

Sullivan 

57 

48 

9 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

3 

- 

Poughkeepsie  District 

2^3 

170 

63 

8 

10 

6 

1 

2 

27 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

3 

_ 

1 

2 

Dutchess 

216 

154 

62 

8 

10 

6 

1 

2 

26 

1 

1 

- 

1 ‘ 

3 

- 

1 

2 

Putnam 

17 

16 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

SYRACUSE  RESI0N 

1,376 

1,057 

319 

58 

59 

53 

19 

17 

32 

15 

14 

7 

9 

11 

3 

10 

12 

Primary  district: 

Syracuse  District 

731 

552 

179 

32 

31 

39 

12 

10 

11 

9 

9 

6 

6 

5 

3 

- 

6 

Onondaga 

%490 

340 

150 

23 

22 

36 

11 

9 

11 

8 

8 

6 

5 

3 

3 

- 

5 

Cayuga 

80 

64 

16 

6 

3 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Cortland 

39 

35 

4 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Madison 

55 

49 

6 

1 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oswego 

67 

64 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

” 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Utica  District 

430 

332 

98 

16 

17 

11 

5 

6 

18 

3 

3 

1 

2 

4 

- 

8 

4 

Oneida 

273 

197 

76 

10 

13 

8 

5 

5 

18 

3 

3 

1 

2 

3 

- 

2 

3 

Herkimer 

67 

62 

5 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Otsego 

90 

73 

17 

3 

3 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

1 

- 

5 

1 

Watertown  District 

215 

173 

42 

10 

11 

3 

2 

1 

3 

3 

2 

- 

1 

2 

- 

2 

2 

Jefferson 

95 

67 

28 

7 

6 

3 

2 

1 

- 

3 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

2 

- 

Lewis 

20 

19 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

St.  Lawrence 

100 

87 

13 

3 

4 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 
region, 
distriot, 
and 
county 
designation 


Active  non-Federal  physioianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

oral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

typos 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

6iol- 

Health 

ersi/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

2,565 

1,954 

611 

ASHEVILLE  REGION 

298 

217 

81 

Primary  district: 

Asheville  District 

228 

155 

73 

Buncombe 

145 

81 

64 

Haywood 

25 

21 

4 

Henderson 

27 

23 

4 

Madison 

5 

5 

- 

McDowell 

14 

13 

1 

Transylvania 

7 

7 

- 

Yancey 

5 

5 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Franklin  District 

40 

36 

4 

Macon 

7 

4 

3 

Cherokee 

15 

14 

1 

Clay 

2 

2 

- 

Graham 

2 

2 

- 

Jackson 

7 

7 

- 

Swain 

7 

7 

- 

Rutherfordton  District 

30 

26 

4 

Rutherford 

22 

18 

4 

Polk 

8 

8 

- 

DURHAM  REGION 

964 

758 

206 

Primary  districts 

Durham  District 

407 

288 

119 

Durham 

211 

153 

58 

Chatham 

9 

9 

- 

Granville 

15 

14 

1 

Orange 

25 

19 

6 

Person 

11 

10 

1 

Wake 

136 

83 

53 

Secondary  districts: 

Goldsboro  District 

102 

91 

11 

Wayne 

46 

38 

8 

Duplin 

18 

18 

- 

C-reene 

7 

7 

_ 

Johnston 

31 

28 

3 

Kinston  District 

51 

36 

15 

Lenoir 

33 

19 

14 

Carteret 

14 

13 

1 

Jones 

4 

4 

- 

Rocky  Mount  District 

124 

97 

27 

Hash 

17 

16 

1 

Edgecombe 

55 

36 

19 

Franklin 

19 

17 

2 

Wilson 

33 

28 

5 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Henderson  District 

23 

20 

3 

Vance 

15 

12 

3 

Warren 

8 

8 

- 

Roanoke  Rapids  District 

53 

47 

6 

Halifax 

28 

25 

3 

Bertie 

12 

10 

2 

Northampton 

13 

12 

1 

Sanford  District 

36 

31 

5 

Lee 

12 

9 

3 

Harnett 

24 

22 

2 

Washington  District 

121 

104 

17 

Beaufort 

23 

20 

3 

Craven 

23 

20 

3 

Hyde 

5 

5 

_ 

Martin 

17 

15 

2 

Pamlico 

5 

5 

_ 

Pitt 

40 

32 

8 

Washington 

8 

7 

1 

115  146  89 


16  18  13 


15  13  13 

13  10  12 

11- 
111 

1 


1 2 
1 2 


3 

3 


35  44  28 

14  20  19 

8 11  11 

1 

2 

6 8 6 

3 3 1 

2 2 1 

11- 

2 4 5 

2 3 5 

1 

6 8 2 

4 6 2 

2 2- 


1 1 
1 1 


2 1 
1 1 
1 


2 2- 

12- 
1 - - 

4 4 1 

l.- 
ll- 

1 

2 2 1 


35  39  17 

3 6 3 

3 6 3 

3 5 3 

1 


12  13  7 

10  8 7 

6 5 2 

4 3 5 


1 1 
1 1 

1 2 
1 2 


2 

2 


36  18  11 


7 2 2 


7 2 2 

7 2 1 

1 


8 9 3 


7 3 3 

3 2 2 


4 11 


2 

2 


1 

1 


1 2 
1 2 


1 

1 


8 


1 


1 

1 


4 


4 

2 


2 


13  3 15  66 


1 5 4 


1 5 2 

1-51 
1 


1 

1 


1 

1 


9 - 1 33 


9 - 1 14 

4 - 2 

2 - - 2 

1 

3 - 19 


2 

1 

1 

1 

1 


5 

1 

1 

2 

1 


1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physiiians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio ianal/ 

State  t 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

distriot, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

erg/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

otet- 

rioe 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rios 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 
tol- 
ogy 
and 
Syphi- 
lol- 
ogy  * 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

aiol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

NORTH  CAROLINA 
(Continued) 

Isolated  districts: 

Columbia  District 

6 

6 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tyrrell 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dare 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

Elizabeth  City  District 

41 

38 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Pasquotank 

14 

12 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Camden 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Chowan 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Currituck 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gates 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hertford 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Perquimans 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

WILMINGTON  REGION 

253 

193 

60 

12 

15 

9 

5 

3 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

7 

Primary  district: 

Wilmington  District 

68 

50 

18 

4 

7 

2 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

New  Hanover 

50 

32 

18 

4 

7 

2 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Brunswick 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Onslow 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pender 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Fayetteville  District 

53 

39 

14 

4 

3 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Cumberland 

34 

22 

12 

-4 

2 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Sampson 

19 

17 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

" 

“ 

" 

“ 

- 

1 

Lumberton  District 

92 

76 

16 

3 

4 

1 

3 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

Robeson 

50 

38 

12 

3 

2 

1 

3 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Bladen 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Columbus 

23 

21 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Scotland 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Pinehurst  District 

40 

28 

12 

1 

1 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

1 

Moore 

25 

18 

7 

1 

1 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Hoke 

JL5 

10 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

“ 

WINSTON-SALEM  REGION 

1,050 

786 

264 

52 

69 

39 

15 

17 

6 

18 

7 

6 

3 

3 

3 

4 

22 

Primary  districts 

Winston-Salem  District 

218 

161 

57 

10 

14 

9 

4 

4 

- 

6 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

1 

4 

Forsyth 

131 

87 

44 

7 

9 

6 

4 

3 

- 

6 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

1 

3 

Davidson 

32 

25 

7 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

1 

Davie 

6 

5 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

Stokes 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

Surry 

29 

24 

5 

1 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

Yadkin 

10 

10 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

■ 

~ 

_ 

" 

" 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Charlotte  District 

216 

134 

82 

13 

18 

14 

7 

7 

1 

5 

3 

3 

1 

3 

2 

2 

3 

Mecklenburg 

155' 

81 

74 

11 

15 

14 

6 

7 

- 

5 

3 

3 

1 

3 

2 

2 

2 

Cabarrus 

41 

37 

4 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

“ 

Union 

20 

16 

4 

1 

2 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

“ 

" 

" 

“ 

“ 

“ 

1 

Gastonia  District 

65 

52 

13 

3 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Gaston 

51 

42 

9 

1 

4 

- 

- 

-• 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

“ 

“ 

2 

Lincoln 

14 

10 

4 

2 

1 

1 

" 

“ 

- 

- 

" 

- 

“ 

— 

— 

“ 

Greensboro  District 

255 

190 

65 

16 

15 

12 

4 

5 

1 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

5 

Guilford 

155 

99 

56 

13 

13 

12 

4 

4 

1 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

3 

Alamance 

39 

34 

5 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

1 

Caswell 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

" 

“ 

Randolph 

24 

23 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

~ 

- 

1 

Rockingham 

33 

30 

3 

2 

1 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Shelby  District 

57 

47 

10 

2 

3 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

~ 

- 

1 

Cleveland 

33 

29 

4 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

■ 

“ 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

1 

Burke 

24 

18 

6 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

" 

4 

" 

- 

" 

~ 

“ 

Statesville  District 

109 

89 

20 

5 

9 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Iredell 

32 

26 

6 

1 

4 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

" 

“ 

" 

Alexander 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

Catawba 

31 

26 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

" 

“ 

- 

Rowan 

41 

32 

9 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

“ 

“ 

“ 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  phys i o ianai/ 


State. 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interest*?/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

district. 

eral 

chi- 

Radi- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

fluid 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

type* 

rhino- 

g®ry 

Uedi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

ais 

Health 

era?/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

NORTH  CAROLINA 
(Continued) 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 


Albemarle  District 

56 

48 

8 

2 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

Stanly 

22 

19 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Ans  on 

13 

9 

4 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Montgomery 

6 

5 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Richmond 

15 

15 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

_ 

“ 

Banner  Elk  District 

15 

15 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Avery 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mitchell 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wilkesboro  District 

59 

50 

9 

1 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Wilkes 

16 

11 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Alleghany 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ashe 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Caldwell 

17 

14 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Watauga 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

484 

380 

104 

32 

22 

18 

9 

3 

1 

2 

3 

3 

“ 

3 

“ 

1 

7 

BISMARCK  REGION 

108 

77 

31 

8 

7 

5 

2 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

5 

Primary  district: 

Bismarck  District 

77 

49 

28 

6 

6 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

2T 

_ 

5 

Burleigh 

43 

17 

26 

5 

5 

5 

2 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

5 

Emmons 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kidder 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McLean 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morton 

15 

13 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Oliver 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sheridan 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Dickinson  District 

26 

23 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Stark 

11 

8 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Billings 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dunn 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Golden  Valley 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grant 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hettinger 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Me rcer 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Slope 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Fort  Yates  District 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sioux 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Adams 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Bowman 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

FARGO  REGION 

273 

218 

55 

17 

12 

10 

7 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Primary  district: 

Fargo  District 

111 

74 

37 

9 

9 

6 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cass 

69 

35 

34 

7 

9 

6 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Barnes 

12 

10 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Ransom 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Richland 

14 

13 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Steele 

3 

3 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Traill 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Devils  Lake  District 

36 

34 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ramsey 

15 

13 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Benson 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cavalier 

7 

7 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Eddy 

4 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Towner 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grand  Forks  District 

47 

37 

10 

5 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grand  Forks 

42 

32 

10 

5 

- 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

Nel*son 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940  (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region. 

Gen- 

district. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-. 

er*5/ 

Active  non- 


■Federal  physioianal/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


All 

types 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

mo  logy 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lio 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

golo gy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

NORTH  DAKOTA 
(Continued) 


Jamestown  District 

41 

35 

6 

2 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Stutsman 

26 

21 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Foster 

5 

4 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Griggs 

3 

3 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

La  Moure 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Logan 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Grafton  District 

25 

25 

Walsh 

16 

16 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pembina 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Oakes  District 

13 

13 

_ 

_ 

Dickey 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

McIntosh 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sargent 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

MINOT  REGION 

103 

85 

18 

7 

3 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

Primary  district: 

Minot  District 

59 

43 

16 

6 

3 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Ward 

42 

26 

16 

6 

3 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Burke 

4 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

McHenry 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mountrail 

4 

4 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Renville 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Williston  District 

17 

16 

1 

1 

Williams 

10 

9 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Divide 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

MoKenzie 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Bottineau  District 

16 

15 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bottineau 

8 

8 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rolette 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Rugby  District 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

. 

Pierce 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wells 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

OHIO 

8,772 

6,761 

2,011 

395 

415 

377 

134 

129 

99 

84 

86 

68 

60 

40 

16 

19 

89 

CINCINNATI  REGION 
Primary  district: 

2,200 

1,641 

559 

100 

102 

111 

36 

52 

32 

24 

23 

16 

18 

13 

3 

4 

25 

Cincinnati  District 

1,338 

941 

397 

68 

70 

86 

28 

43 

21 

14 

14 

11 

16 

12 

1 

2 

11 

Hamilton 

1,175 

804 

371 

60 

64 

85 

27 

41 

21 

13 

13 

11 

14 

12 

_ 

2 

8 

Butler 

108 

83 

25 

8 

6 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

2 

Clermont 

33 

32 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Warren 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts : 

Dayton  District 

473 

357 

116 

20 

22 

19 

8 

8 

7 

9 

7 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

5 

Montgomery 

379 

274 

105 

16 

20 

18 

8 

7 

7 

9 

7 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

Darke 

34 

32 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Greene 

39 

32 

7 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Preble 

21 

19 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Portsmouth  District 

121 

109 

15 

3 

5 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

3 

Scioto 

78 

66 

12 

3 

5 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Adams 

33 

12 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lawrence 

30 

28 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Chillicothe  District 

100 

91 

9 

2 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Ross 

45 

36 

9 

2 

1 

2 

- 

_ 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Highland 

26 

26 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pike 

9 

9 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Vinton 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 
region, 
distriot , 
and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  phyaicianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interesta5/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anea- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

typ«» 

rhino- 

K«ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

• is 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

6«ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

go  logy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

OHIO 

(Continued ) 


Gallipolis  District 

44 

36 

8 

1 

2 

Gallia 

27 

20 

7 

1 

2 

Meigs 

17 

16 

1 

" 

“ 

Piqua  District 

80 

70 

10 

5 

1 

Miami 

55 

48 

7 

3 

1 

Shelby 

25 

22 

3 

2 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Wilmington  District 

44 

40 

4 

1 

1 

Clinton 

30 

28 

2 

- 

1 

Brown 

14 

12 

2 

1 

- 

CLEVELAND  REGION 

3,965 

3,050 

915 

183 

194 

Primary  district: 

Cleveland  District 

2,180 

1,637 

543 

91 

108 

Cuyahoga 

2,018 

1,494 

524 

85 

103 

Geauga 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

Lorain 

117 

100 

17 

5 

5 

Medina 

30 

28 

2 

1 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Akron  District 

418 

299 

119 

20 

30 

Summit 

388 

273 

115 

20 

29 

Portage 

30 

26 

4 

- 

1 

Canton  District 

472 

371 

101 

27 

27 

Stark 

273 

190 

83 

19 

23 

Carroll 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

Columbiana 

68 

60 

8 

5 

1 

Holmes 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

Tuscarawas 

63 

57 

6 

2 

2 

Wayne 

50 

46 

4 

1 

1 

Mansfield  District 

125 

108 

17 

7 

2 

Richland 

95 

73 

16 

6 

2 

Ashland 

30 

29 

1 

1 

- 

Sandusky  District 

97 

88 

9 

5 

_ 

Erie 

50 

44 

6 

3 

- 

Huron 

47 

44 

3 

2 

- 

Steubenville  District 

170 

152 

18 

8 

1 

Jefferson 

89 

77 

12 

7 

1 

Belmont 

65 

59 

6 

1 

- 

Harrison 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

Youngstown  District 

381 

286 

95 

19 

21 

Mahoning 

293 

206 

87 

16 

18 

Trumbull 

88 

80 

8 

3 

3 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Painesville  District 

122 

109 

13 

6 

5 

Lake 

44 

41 

3 

1 

2 

Ashtabula 

78 

68 

10 

5 

3 

COLUMBUS  REGION 

1,582 

1,246 

336 

68- 

72 

Primary  district: 

Columbus  District 

970 

726 

244 

41 

49 

Franklin 

719 

502 

217 

30 

45 

Delaware 

30 

27 

3 

1 

- 

Fairfield 

45 

41 

4 

3 

1 

Fayette 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

Hocking 

15 

13 

2 

- 

1 

Licking 

75 

63 

12 

6 

2 

Madison 

21 

21 

- 

- 

- 

Pickaway 

24 

21 

3 

1 

- 

Union 

25 

23 

2 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Mount  Vernon  District 

52 

50 

2 

_ 

_ 

Knox 

39 

38 

1 

_ 

- 

Morrow 

13 

12 

1 

" 

- 

Springfield  District 

132 

104 

28 

9 

9 

Clark 

101 

74 

27 

8 

9 

Champaign 

31 

30 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

173 

71 

56 

39 

35 

43 

33 

31 

18 

4 

7 

2 

1 

1 

28 

120 

45 

40 

26 

21 

25 

20 

19 

11 

3 

2 

12 

117 

44 

39 

26 

21 

25 

20 

19 

10 

3 

1 

11 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

“ 

1 

1 

23 

9 

7 

5 

3 

5 

4 

4 

3 

1 

1 

4 

22 

1 

9 

7 

4 

1 

3 

5 

4 

4 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

12 

8 

4 

4 

4 

6 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

11 

1 

8 

4 

3 

4 

4 

1 

3 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

4 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

“ 

- 

” 

- 

- 

1 

3 

15 

6 

3 

2 

6 

4 

6 

7 

2 

2 

2 

14 

1 

1 

6 

3 

2 

1 

6 

4 

6 

7 

2 

- 

1 

1 

2 

1 

58 

14 

13 

1 

26 

13 

13 

10 

6 

5 

4 

6 

28 

49 

14 

8 

21 

10 

9 

9 

6 

5 

. 

3 

16 

46 

14 

8 

21 

9 

9 

9 

6 

4 

4 

10 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

- 

2 

" 

1 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

- 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 
tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region. 

Oen- 

distriot. 

oral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion- 

er«S/ 

All 

typ«8 


Active  non-Federal  physicians*/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

mo logy 

stet- 

ohi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anos- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

cory 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

B&ote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

OHIO 

(Continued) 


Zanesville  District 

160 

138 

22 

7 

4 

1 

- 

2 

- 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

4 

Muskingum 

66 

54 

12 

3 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Coshoctcn 

25 

22 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Guernsey 

29 

25 

4 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Morgan 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Noble 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Perry 

23 

21 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Kenton  District 

67 

60 

7 

3 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Hardin 

31 

30 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Logan 

36 

30 

6 

2 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marietta  District 

89 

76 

13 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

4 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Washington 

40 

34 

6 

3 

1 . 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Athens 

37 

30 

7 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Monroe 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

" 

“ 

Marion  District 

112 

92 

20 

4 

6 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

4 

Marion 

55 

42 

13 

3 

3 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Crawford 

39 

33 

6 

1 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Wyandot 

18 

17 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

TOLEDO  REGION 

1,025 

824 

201 

44 

47 

35 

13 

8 

2 

12 

7 

9 

5 

4 

5 

2 

8 

Primary  district: 

Toledo  District 

585 

431 

154 

24 

40 

27 

12 

7 

2 

10 

7 

7 

4 

3 

5 

1 

5 

Lucas 

513 

363 

150 

24 

37 

27 

12 

7 

2 

10 

7 

7 

4 

3 

5 

1 

4 

Ottawa 

21 

20 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wood 

51 

48 

3 

- 

2 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Lima  District 

249 

214 

35 

13 

7 

5 

1 

1 

- 

2 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

Allen 

100 

73 

27 

8 

6 

4 

1 

1 

- 

2 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

Auglaize 

32 

32 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hancock 

42 

37 

5 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Mercer 

21 

21 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Putnam 

27 

27 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Van  Wert 

27 

24 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

“ 

" 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Fremont  District 

89 

81 

8 

5 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Sandusky 

35 

33 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Seneca 

54 

48 

6 

3 

2 

- 

" 

" 

“ 

“ 

“ 

* 

" 

“ 

1 

Wauseon  District 

69 

69 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fulton 

22 

22 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Henry 

23 

23 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Williams 

24 

24 

- 

- 

- 

" 

“ 

" 

“ 

” 

“ 

Isolated  districts: 

Defiance  District 

33 

29 

4 

2 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Defiance 

18 

14 

4 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Paulding 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

_ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

OKLAHOMA 

2,150 

1,724 

426 

108 

94 

60 

30 

17 

18 

25 

11 

12 

12 

6 

6 

8 

19 

OKLAHOMA  CITY  REGION 

1,252 

1,007 

245 

62 

53 

40 

17 

9 

12 

11 

4 

8 

8 

3 

3 

4 

11 

Primary  district: 

Oklahoma  City  District 

562 

389 

173 

32 

29 

33 

15 

9 

10 

10 

4 

8 

6 

3 

3 

3 

8 

Oklahoma 

446 

293 

153 

27 

25 

30 

15 

9 

4 

10 

4 

8 

6 

3 

3 

3 

6 

Canadian 

23 

19 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cleveland 

37 

29 

8 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Kingfisher 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

1 

Lincoln 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

Logan 

27 

20 

7 

2 

3 

1 

1 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

" 

“ 

“ 

" 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 
region, 
district, 
and 
county 
designation 


All 


Active  non-F 


ederal  physioianal/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

t ol— 

Pathol- 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

An©  8- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

gory 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

• ia 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

OKLAHOMA 

(Continued) 

Secondary  districts: 

Clinton  District 
Custer 
Beckham 
Blaine 
Dewey 

Roger  Mills 
Washita 

Duncan  District 
Stephens 
Carter 
Jefferson 
Love 

Enid  District 
Garfield 
Grant 
Noble 

Lawton  District 
Comanche 
Cotton 
Kiowa 
Tillman 

Proposed- secondary  districts: 

Ada  District 
Pontotoc 
Coal 
Garvin 
Johnston 
Murray 

Cherokee  District 
Alfalfa 
Major 
Woods 

Chickasha  District 
Grady 
Caddo 
McClain 

Shawnee  District 
Pottawatomie 
Seminole 

Isolated  districts: 

Altus  District 
Jackson 
Greer 
Harmon 

Woodward  District 
Woodward 
Beaver 
Cimarron 
Ellis 
Harper 
Texas 


TULSA  REGION 
Primary  district: 

Tulsa  District 
Tulsa 
Creek 
Okfuskee 
Okmulgee 

Secondary  districts: 

McAlester  District 
Pittsburg 
Atoka 
Haskell 
Hughes 
latimer 
Pushmataha 

Muskogee  Distriot 
Muskogee 
McIntosh 
Wagoner 


89 

81 

8 

3 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

30 

26 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

22 

15 

c 

19 

15 

c 

3 

1 

1 

“ 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

■* 

" 

" 

” 

" 

- 

O 

4 

12 

O 

4 

11 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

81 

76 

5 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

25 

23 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

42 

9 

39 

9 

3 

1 

1 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

1 

78 

69 

9 

5 

3 

1 

54 

12 

12 

46 

12 

11 

8 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

73 

65 

8 

4 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

29 

12 

18 

25 

12 

16 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

14 

12 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

92 

84 

8 

3 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

42 

36 

6 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

23 

22 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

15 

14 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

33 

30 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

13 

7 

13 

73 

10 

7 

13 

62 

3 

" 

1 

1 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

” 

- 

- 

11 

3 

6 

2 

36 

28 

8 

2 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

28 

9 

25 

9 

3 

1 

2 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

84 

76 

8 

4 

2 

1 

1 

35 

30 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

49 

46 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

34 

27 

7 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

16 

11 

5 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

11 

7 

9 

7 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

53 

48 

5 

2 

1 

2 

21 

7 

2 

7 

5 

16 

7 

2 

7 

5 

5 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

11 

898 

11 

717 

181 

46 

41 

20 

13 

8 

6 

14 

7 

4 

4 

3 

3 

4 

8 

364 

256 

108 

27 

21 

14 

11 

8 

1 

7 

4 

4 

4 

2 

3 

1 

1 

272 

170 

102 

23 

20 

14 

11 

8 

1 

6 

4 

4 

4 

2 

3 

1 

1 

34 

31 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

20 

19 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

38 

36 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

83 

73 

10 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

1 

37 

4 

28 

4 

9 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

6 

23 

5 

g 

6 

22 

5 

g 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

86 

73 

13 

3 

4 

2 

3 

1 

65 

13 

52 

13 

13 

3 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

Gen- 

district. 

eral 

and 

prao- 

county 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-j 

orally 

Active  non-Federal  physicians.1/ 


All 

types 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests.^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Poy- 

Derma- 

mo  logy 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lio 

rhino- 

g®ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

oine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

OKLAHOMA 

(Continued) 


Talihina  District 

56 

51 

5 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

2 

2 

Le  Flore 

26 

22 

4 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

McCurtain 

20  ' 

19 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

1 

Sequoyah 

10 

10 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-socondary  districts: 

Claremore  District 

26 

25 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rogers 

16 

15 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Nowata 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Durant  District 

45 

44 

1 

1 

- • 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bryan 

27 

26 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Choctaw 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Marshall 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pawhuska  District 

106 

85 

21 

8 

7 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Osage 

30 

29 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Kay 

47 

34 

15 

5 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Washington 

29 

22 

7 

2 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Pawnee  District 

46 

41 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Pawnee 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Payne 

35 

30 

5 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Picher  District 

55 

41 

14 

2 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Ottawa 

35 

26 

9 

2 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

Craig 

15 

10 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Delaware 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tahlequah  District 

31 

28 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cherokee 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Adair 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mayes 

14 

13 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

OREGON 

1,304 

1,008 

296 

76 

48 

55 

19 

14 

12 

17 

9 

10 

4 

7 

1 

5 

19 

PORTLAND  REGION 

1,304 

1,008 

296 

76 

48 

55 

19 

14 

12 

17 

9 

10 

4 

7 

1 

5 

19 

Primary  district: 

Portland  District 

729 

512 

217 

46 

35 

48 

15 

13 

7 

15 

5 

9 

4 

6 

1 

3 

10 

Multnomah 

664 

449 

215 

46 

35 

47 

15 

13 

7 

15 

5 

9 

4 

6 

1 

3 

9 

Clackamas 

27 

25 

2 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Columbia 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Hood  River 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washington 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Astoria  District 

41 

33 

8 

2 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clatsop 

31 

24 

7 

2 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Tillamook 

10 

9 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

* 

- 

- 

Eugene  District 

136- 

108 

28 

9 

5 

4 

2 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

Lane 

72 

48 

24 

6 

5 

4 

2 

- 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Benton 

18 

16 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Deschutes 

17 

15 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Linn 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Klamath  Falls  District 

45 

39 

6 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Klamath 

38 

32 

6 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Lake 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Medford  District 

64 

55 

9 

4 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Jackson 

38 

33 

5 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Douglas 

18 

16 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Josephine 

N 

8 

6 

2 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Pendleton  District 

51 

44 

7 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Umatilla 

23 

18 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morrow 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Union 

16 

14 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wallowa 

10 

10 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Salem  District 

129 

115 

14 

6 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Marion 

95 

82 

13 

5 

2 

- 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

Polk 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yamhill 

24 

23 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table . 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  physicianai/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interest*^/ 

region, 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

district. 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

t ol— 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

ric6 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

aal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

6«ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

era2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

OREGON 

(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary  districts: 


Baker  District 

38 

35 

3 

1 

1 

1 

Baker 

21 

20 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Grant 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Malheur 

10 

8 

2 

- 

1 

1 

North  Bend  District 

29 

27 

2 

1 

Coos 

27 

25 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

Curry 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

The  Dalles  District 

32 

30 

2 

1 

Wasco 

21 

19 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

Gilliam 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jefferson 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sherman 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wheeler 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Burns  District 

10 

10 

Harney 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Crook 

4 

4 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

PENNSYLVANIA 

12,775 

9,952 

2,823 

676 

495 

531 

ERIE  REGION 

746 

614 

132 

37 

29 

21 

Primary  district: 

Erie  District 

330 

277 

61 

15 

11 

8 

Erie 

211 

167 

44 

9 

9 

7 

Crawford 

73 

66 

7 

4 

2 

_ 

Warren 

54 

44 

10 

3 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Bradford  District 

115 

101 

14 

3 

5 

2 

McKean 

60 

49 

11 

2 

4 

1 

Cameron 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Elk 

30 

27 

3 

1 

1 

Potter 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

New  Castle  District 

197 

158 

39 

12 

8 

8 

Lawrence 

95 

72 

23 

5 

4 

5 

Mercer 

102 

86 

16 

7 

4 

3 

Oil  City  District 

96 

78 

IS 

6 

5 

3 

Venango 

63 

46 

17 

5 

5 

3 

Clarion 

30 

29 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Forest 

3 

3 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

PHILADELPHIA  REGION 

7,058 

5,400 

1,658 

381 

252 

338 

Primary  district: 

Philadelphia  District 

5,091 

3,803 

1,288 

290 

181 

276 

Philadelphia 

4,106 

2,937 

1,169 

256 

160 

262 

Bucks 

92 

88 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

Chester 

133 

125 

13 

2 

3 

1 

Delaware 

340 

302 

38 

11 

10 

5 

Montgomery 

415 

351 

64 

19 

7 

8 

Secondary  districts: 

Allentown  District 

258 

209 

49 

12 

12 

7 

Lehigh 

211 

168 

43 

8 

11 

7 

Carbon 

47 

41 

6 

4 

1 

- 

chamber s burg  District 

88 

79 

9 

2 

4 

1 

Franklin 

84 

75 

9 

2 

4 

1 

Fulton 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

Easton  District 

250 

139 

61 

17 

8 

10 

Northampton 

210 

158 

52 

15 

7 

7 

Monroe 

40 

31 

9 

2 

1 

3 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

" 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

~ 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

206 

172 

166 

121 

151 

63 

72 

99 

10 

33 

28 

5 

8 

12 

2 

7 

2 

- 

- 

1 

2 

4 

7 

1 

5 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

4 

1 

1 

4 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

' 

“ 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

2 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

2 

5 

2 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

' 

' 

“ 

~ 

“ 

139 

110 

106 

60 

87 

32 

44 

61 

7 

21 

20 

122 

88 

85 

45 

65 

27 

31 

50 

5 

14 

9 

117 

73 

74 

44 

58 

26 

31 

43 

3 

14 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

2 

- 

3 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

5 

3 

- 

2 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

10 

5 

1 

4 

1 

“ 

4 

2 

- 

2 

3 

5 

1 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

5 

1 

3 

- 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

" 

" 

- 

- 

- 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

" 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

4 

2 

3 

2 

1 

4 

2 

2 

6 

4 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  cf  table. 


67 


Table  I. — Number  of  active.  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State. 

region. 

Gen- 

distriot. 

oral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-. 

er.2/ 

All 

types 


Active  non-Federal  physioianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests:*/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Poy- 

Derma- 

raology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

ati*y 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anea- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lio 

rhino- 

C®ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

Health 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

PENNSYLVANIA 

(Continued) 


Harrisburg  District 

346 

265 

81 

18 

12 

Dauphin 

258 

182 

76 

16 

11 

Cumberland 

63 

58 

5 

2 

1 

Juniata 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

Perry 

16 

16 

“ 

“ 

Lancaster  District 

307 

261 

46 

10 

9 

Lancaster 

251 

212 

39 

8 

7 

Lebanon 

56 

49 

7 

2 

2 

Reading  District 

503 

422 

‘ 81 

22 

15 

Berks 

295 

238 

57 

15 

10 

Schuylkill 

208 

184 

24 

7 

5 

York  District 

215 

172 

43 

10 

11 

York 

185 

148 

37 

8 

8 

Adams 

30 

24 

6 

2 

3 

PITTSBURGH  REGION 

3,699 

2,881 

818 

198 

169 

Primary  district: 

Pittsburgh  District 

2,734 

2,073 

661 

152 

125 

Allegheny 

2,074 

1,510 

564 

120 

101 

Beaver 

124 

103 

21 

7 

3 

Butler 

83 

72 

11 

3 

5 

Washington 

192 

168 

24 

8 

5 

Westmoreland 

261 

220 

41 

14 

11 

Secondary  districts: 
Altoona  District 

199 

161 

38 

11 

8 

Blair 

140 

110 

30 

8 

6 

Bedford 

26 

24 

2 

1 

1 

Huntingdon 

33 

27 

6 

2 

1 

Du  Bois  District 

98 

81 

17 

5 

4 

Clearfield 

64 

52 

12 

3 

4 

Jefferson 

34 

29 

5 

2 

“ 

Indiana  District 

129 

117 

12 

5 

2 

Indiana 

69 

60 

9 

4 

2 

Armstrong 

60 

57 

3 

1 

“ 

Johnstown  District 

255 

204 

51 

14 

16 

Cambria 

189 

147 

42 

11 

13 

Somerset 

66 

57 

9 

3 

3 

Philipsburg  District 

111 

99 

12 

3 

5 

Centre 

52 

45 

7 

1 

4 

Clinton 

23 

23 

- 

- 

- 

Mifflin 

36 

31 

5 

2 

1 

Uniontown  District 

173 

146 

27 

8 

9 

Fayette 

144 

118 

26 

8 

9 

Greene 

29 

28 

1 

" 

“ 

SCRANTON  REGION 

1,272 

1,057 

215 

60 

45 

Primary  district: 

Scranton  District 

402 

337 

65 

15 

12 

Lackawanna 

322 

258 

64 

15 

12 

Pike 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

Susquehanna 

29 

29 

- 

- 

- 

Wayne 

31 

30 

1 

" 

“ 

Wyoming 

16 

16 

“ 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Sayre  District 

102 

87 

15 

3 

7 

Bradford 

70 

57 

13 

3 

5 

Tioga 

32 

30 

2 

“ 

2 

Sh&mokin  District 

154 

129 

25 

7 

5 

N orthumbe r land 

91 

82 

9 

5 

2 

Montour 

49 

35 

14 

2 

3 

Snyder 

14 

12 

2 

“ 

Wilkes-Barre  District 

481 

400 

81 

27 

13 

Luzerne 

438 

360 

78 

25 

13 

Columbia 

43 

40 

3 

2 

“ 

Williamsport  District 

133 

104 

29 

8 

8 

Lyc  oming 

108 

84 

24 

7 

8 

Sullivan 

4 

4 

- 

- 

~ 

Union 

21 

16 

5 

1 

“ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


11 

3 

4 

8 

4 

4 

- 

2 

2 

1 

2 

10 

11 

3 

4 

8 

4 

3 

- 

2 

2 

1 

2 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

8 

2 

3 

2 

1 

5 

1 

3 

2 

_ 

- 

- 

7 

2 

3 

2 

1 

4 

1 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

" 

14 

4 

2 

4 

4 

5 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

12 

3 

1 

3 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

- 

1 

1 

- 

“ 

“ 

11 

_ 

4 

_ 

2 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

- 

10 

- 

4 

- 

2 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

141 

55 

46 

33 

43 

43 

22 

20 

29 

3 

9 

7 

124 

46 

39 

30 

35 

34 

20 

18 

22 

3 

7 

6 

112 

43 

35 

26 

30 

27 

20 

14 

20 

3 

7 

6 

4 

1 

2 

- 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

2 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

1 

4 

1 

4 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

6 

4 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

6 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

“ 

“ 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

_ 

4 

3 

2 

4 

2 

1 

1 

2 

_ 

2 

- 

_ 

4 

2 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

" 

“ 

4 

_ 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

3 

- 

3 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

“ 

“ 

' 

' 

31 

7 

8 

15 

16 

14 

5 

6 

5 

- 

3 

- 

13 

5 

2 

3 

6 

5 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

13 

5 

2 

2 

6 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

1 

1 

_ 

6 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

" 

~ 

12 

1 

4 

4 

6 

5 

3 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

- 

11 

1 

4 

4 

6 

5 

3 

3 

2 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

3 

_ 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

- 

3 

- 

2 

- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

2 

- 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  phyeioianai/ 


State, 

Pull-time 

specialists  with  designated  interest*!/ 

region, 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

district. 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

smd 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

typee 

rhino- 

gory 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

era?/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

RHODE  ISLAND 

877 

675 

202 

31 

38 

34 

17 

19 

18 

6 

11 

8 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

PROVIDENCE  REGION 

877 

675 

202 

31 

38 

34 

17 

19 

18 

6 

11 

8 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

Primary  district: 

Providence  District 

806 

611 

195 

28 

37 

33 

17 

18 

17 

6 

11 

8 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

Providence 

758 

565 

193 

28 

37 

32 

17 

18 

17 

6 

11 

8 

4 

4 

4 

3 

4 

Bristol 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Kent 

32 

30 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Newport  District 

33 

31 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Newport 

33 

31 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Westerly  District 

38 

33 

5 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washington 

38 

33 

5 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

1,263 

984 

279 

45 

54 

33 

11 

21 

12 

22 

11 

8 

4 

9 

“ 

5 

44 

CHARLESTON  REGION 

231 

177 

54 

7 

9 

8 

4 

4 

_ 

4 

2 

2 

1 

4 

_ 

_ 

9 

Primary  district: 

Charleston  District 

170 

121 

49 

7 

9 

8 

4 

4 

_ 

4 

2 

1 

1 

4 

_ 

_ 

5 

Charleston 

137 

90 

47 

7 

9 

8 

4 

4 

- 

4 

2 

1 

1 

4 

_ 

_ 

3 

Berkeley 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Colleton 

12 

11 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Dorchester 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Kingstree  District 

25 

23 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Williamsburg 

14 

13 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Georgetown 

11 

10 

1 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Ridgeland  District 

36 

33 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Jasper 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

Allendale 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Beaufort 

17 

15 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Hampton 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

COLUMBIA  REGION 

643 

503 

140 

24 

27 

17 

1 

8 

11 

10 

5 

2 

1 

2 

- 

4 

28 

Primary  district:- 

Columbia  District 

234 

155 

79 

10 

11 

10 

1 

5 

10 

6 

3 

2 

1 

2 

_ 

3 

15 

Richland 

167 

95 

72 

9 

10 

9 

1 

5 

10 

6 

3 

2 

1 

2 

_ 

3 

11 

Calhoun 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Fairfield 

9 

9 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kershaw 

14 

12 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lexington 

16 

15 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Newberry 

19 

16 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Florence  District 

114 

96 

18 

3 

4 

3 

_ 

1 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

3 

Florence 

58 

44 

14 

3 

3 

3 

- 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Dillon 

15 

14 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Horry 

20 

18 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Marion 

21 

20 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greenwood  District 

39 

32 

7 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Greenwood 

26 

21 

5 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Edgefield 

6 

5 

1 

_• 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

McCormick 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Saluda 

5 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Orangeburg  District 

48 

41 

7 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Orangeburg 

38 

31 

7 

1 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Bambe  rg 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotee  at  end  of  table* 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


Active  non-Federal  physio ians.1/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

dietriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion- 

erai/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

g»ry 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

oine 

0b- 

stet- 

rios 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

°gy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lio 

Health 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 
(Continued ) 


Rock  Hill  District 

72 

61 

11 

3 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

York 

43 

38 

5 

2 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Chester 

17 

13 

4 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lancaster 

12 

10 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Sumter  District 

54 

42 

12 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

2 

Sumter 

33 

22 

11 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clarendon 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lee 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Aiken  District 

35 

34 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Aiken 

25 

24 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Barnwell 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hartsville  District 

47 

42 

5 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Darlington 

21 

19 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Chesterfield 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Marlboro 

12 

9 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

GREENVILLE  REGION 

389 

304 

85 

14 

18 

8 

6 

9 

1 

8 

4 

4 

2 

3 

- 

1 

7 

Primary  district: 

Greenville  District 

154 

111 

43 

6 

9 

7 

4 

3 

_ 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

3 

Greenville 

129 

88 

41 

6 

8 

7 

4 

3 

- 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

Laurens 

Secondary  districts : 

25 

23 

2 

1 

1 

Anderson  District 

103 

90 

13 

3 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Anderson 

56 

46 

10 

3 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

i 

Abbeville 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

0c onee 

20 

18 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

Pickens 

18 

17 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Spartanburg  District 

132 

103 

29 

5 

6 

1 

1 

5 

1 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

Spartanburg 

97 

72 

25 

5 

5 

1 

1 

4 

- 

4 

2 

1 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

Cherokee 

17 

15 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Union 

18 

16 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

454 

392 

62 

17 

18 

6 

4 

3 

4 

2 

1 

1 

“ 

" 

“ 

2 

4 

SIOUX  FALLS  REGION 

454 

392 

62 

17 

10 

6 

4 

3 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

2 

4 

Primary  district: 

Sioux  Falls  District 

80 

66 

14 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Minnehaha 

55 

41 

14 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

. 

- 

- 

McCook 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Moody 

4 ’ 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Turner 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Aberdeen  District 

57 

50 

7 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Brown 

31 

25 

6 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Edmunds 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Faulk 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marshall 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McPherson 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Spink 

13 

12 

1 

- 

~ 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hot  Springs  District 

17 

13 

4 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

Fall  River 

12 

9 

3 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Custer 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Shannon 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

•“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Mitchell  District 

46 

39 

7 

4 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Davison 

16 

9 

7 

4 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Aurora 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Douglas 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hanson 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hutchinson 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Miner 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sanborn 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


70 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  phyeioianai/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interested/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Fay- 

Derma- 

district, 

eral 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anea- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

6«ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

era  1/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

6«ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 
(Cont inued) 


Pierre  District 

14 

11 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hughes 

9 

6 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hyde 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lyman 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Stanley 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sully 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

Rapid  City  District 

34 

26 

8 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

Pennington 

23 

15 

8 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

Haakon 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jackson 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Meade 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Washabaugh 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Watertown  District 

40 

36 

4 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Codington 

19 

15 

4 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clark 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Deuel 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grant 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hamlin 

5 

5 

“ 

- 

" 

- 

- 

" 

- 

Yankton  District 

41 

34 

7 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Yankton 

17 

11 

6 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Bon  Homme 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clay 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Union 

6 

5 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Deadwood  District 

24 

22 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lawrence 

18 

16 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Butte 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Huron  District 

20 

15 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Beadle 

14 

9 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

Hand 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jerauld 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Madison  District 

27 

27 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lake 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Brookings 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kingsbury 

7 

7 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

Mobridge  District 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Walworth 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Campbell 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Corson 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dewey 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Potter 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rosebud  District 

10 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Todd 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bennett 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jones 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mellette 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tripp 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Webster  District 

15 

14 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Day 

9 

8 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Roberts 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts • 

Chamberlain  District 

15 

15 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Brule 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Buffalo 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Charles  Mix 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gregory 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lemmon  District 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Perkins 

3 

3 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Armstrong 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Harding 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Ziebach 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 1 
1 


1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engased  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio  ianai/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

distriot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

erat^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

oine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

°gy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

TENNESSEE 


2,684  2,125  559 


103  104  80 


30  43  18  36 


23  23  11  13  1 12  62 


CHATTANOOGA  REGION 

310 

248 

62 

11 

10 

11 

4 

6 

" 

5 

5 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

6 

Primary  district: 

Chattanooga  District 

266 

206 

60 

11 

9 

11 

4 

6 

- 

5 

5 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

5 

Hamilton 

217 

160 

57 

9 

9 

11 

4 

6 

- 

5 

5 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

4 

Bledsoe 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Bradley 

20 

17 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Marion 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Meigs 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rhea 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sequatchie 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Athens  District 

44 

42 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

McMinn 

18 

17 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Monroe 

16 

15 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Polk 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

KNOXVILLE  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Knoxville  District 
Knox 

Anderson 

Blount 

Grainger 

Jefferson 

Loudon 

Roane 

Sevier 

Union 

Secondary  districts: 

Greeneville  District 
Greene 
Cocke 
Hamblen 

Johnson  City  District 
Washington 
Carter 
Unicoi 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Kingsport  District 
Sullivan 
Hawki  ns 
Johnson 

Pleasant  Hill  District 
Cumberland 
Fentree 
Morgan 
Overton 
Pickett 
Putnam 
Van  Buren 
White 

Isolated  districts: 

La  Follette  District 
Campbell 
Claiborne 
Hancock 
Scott 


608 

498 

110 

33 

15 

13 

2 

7 

3 

4 

6 

4 

L 

3 

2 

17 

309 

240 

69 

20 

6 

9 

1 

5 

2 

4 

4 

4 

1 

3 

2 

8 

205 

145 

60 

18 

4 

9 

1 

4 

2 

4 

4 

4 

1 

3 

- 

2 

4 

11 

9 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

27 

4 

14 
9 

21 

15 
3 

22 

4 

14 
9 

19 

15 
3 

5 

1 

1 

“ 

“ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

47 

41 

6 

1 

1 

2 

2 

17 

13 

4 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

16 

14 

14 

14 

2 

“ 

“ 

1 

- 

: 

“ 

“ 

- 

: 

: 

: 

1 

64 

49 

15 

4 

3 

1 

1 

2 

2 

. 

2 

44 

31 

13 

3 

3 

1 

1 

2 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

13 

7 

12 

6 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

79 

67 

12 

6 

5 

1 

57 

17 

c 

45 

17 

c 

12 

6 

5 

- 

: 

- 

: 

: 

- 

: 

: 

: 

- 

1 

u 

64. 

o 

57 

7 

2 

1 

l 

3 

10 

5 

8 

5 

2 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

* 

2 

7 

9 

7 

6 

3 

1 

— 

1 

- 

: 

: 

- 

: 

: 

: 

: 

- 

- 

1 

20 

1 

10 

18 

1 

10 

2 

1 

- 

- 

l 

- 

: 

“ 

- 

- 

= 

■ 

_ 

45 

44 

1 

1 

21 

13 

21 

13 

" 

- 

_ 

- 

— 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

" 

“ 

_ 

_ 

2 

9 

2 

8 

1 

: 

: 

: 

“ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

MEMPHIS  REGION 

925 

711 

214 

39 

38 

30 

16 

16 

10 

16 

9 

8 

5 

6 

4 

17 

Primary  district: 

Memphis  District 

578 

402 

176 

29 

29 

27 

16 

15 

7 

15 

9 

8 

5 

6 

_ 

3 

7 

Shelby 

544 

368 

176 

29 

29 

27 

16 

15 

7 

15 

9 

8 

5 

6 

- 

3 

7 

Fayette 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tipton 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county- 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  phyaioianai/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prao- 

Inter- 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

typos 

g«ry 

Modi- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

TENNESSEE 
(Continued ) 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 


Jackson  District 

169 

149 

20 

6 

3 

2 

- 

1 

2 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

4 

Madison 

49 

38 

11 

5 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Carroll 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Chester 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Crockett 

12 

12 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gibson 

35 

32 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

2 

Hardeman 

23 

19 

4 

_ 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

2 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Haywood 

16 

15 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Henderson 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Dyersburg  District 

87 

77 

10 

3 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Dyer 

35 

27 

8 

2 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Lake 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lauderdale 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Obion 

26 

25 

1 

1 

- 

" 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Paris  District 

60 

53 

7 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

Henry 

22 

19 

3 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Benton 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

Humphreys 

8 

6 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

Weakley 

25 

23 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Savannah  District 

31 

30 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Hardin 

10 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Decatur 

4 

4 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

McNairy 

10 

9 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Perry 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wayne 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NASHVILLE  REGION 

841 

668 

173 

20 

41 

26 

8 

14 

5 

11 

3 

9 

4 

4 

1 

5 

22 

Primary  district: 

Nashville  District 

554 

395 

159 

16 

38 

26 

8 

13 

5 

11 

3 

9 

4 

4 

1 

5 

16 

Davidson 

466 

314 

152 

15 

37 

26 

8 

13 

5 

11 

3 

9 

4 

4 

1 

2 

14 

Cheatham 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Robertson 

21 

19 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Rutherford 

29 

27 

2 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Sumner 

19 

18 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Williamson 

15 

13 

2 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Clarksville  District 

42 

41 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

Mont gomery 

23 

22 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dickson 

13 

13 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Houston 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Stewart 

3 

3 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Columbia  District 

86 

79  s 

7 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Maury 

32 

29 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Giles 

19 

16 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Hickman 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lawrence 

12 

12 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lewis 

2 

'2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Marshall 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lebanon  District 

48 

46 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Wilson 

19 

17 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cannon 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

De  Kalb 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Smith 

12 

12 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Trousdale 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Celina  District 

25 

24 

1 

1 

Clay 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

8 

7 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Macon 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Shelbyville  District 

86 

83 

3 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

1 

2 

Bedford 

17 

17 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Coffee 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Franklin 

14 

14 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grundy 

5 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lincoln 

22 

21 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Moore 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Warren 

15 

14 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State , 
region, 
dletrict, 
and 

oounty 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physio iana^/ 


All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion^ 

eraiy 

Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interested/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

TEXAS 


6,342  5,045  1,297 


321  205  200 


79  110  ' 


51  78 


65  39 


36  40  12  23  38 


DALLAS  REGION 

Primary  district: 

Dallas  District 
Dallas 
Collin 
Dent  on 
Ellis 
Kaufman 
Rockwall 

Secondary  districts: 

Fort  Worth  District 
Tarrant 
J ohns  on 
Parker 
Wise 

Marshall  District 
Harrison 
Gregg 
Marion 
Panola 
Rusk 
Upshur 

Paris  District 
Lamar 
Delta 
Franklin 
Hopkins 
Red  River 

Sherman  District 
Grayson 
Fannin 

Proposed-seconda ry  districts: 

Corsicana  District 
Navarro 
Freestone 
Henderson 

Gainesville  District 
Cooke 
Montague 

Jacksonville  District 
Cherokee 
Anderson 
Angelina 
Nocogdoches 

Texarkana  District 
Bowie 
Cass 
Morris 

Tyler  District 
Smith 
Van  Zandt 
Wood 

Isolated  districts: 

Greenville  District 
Hunt 
Rains 

Mineral  Wells  District 
Palo  Pinto 
Hood 
Jack 

Somervell 

Stephens 

Throckmorton 

Young 


082 

1,641 

441 

109 

66 

73 

24 

41 

20 

33 

20 

14 

11 

13 

1 

2 

14 

810 

549 

261 

48 

38 

53 

18 

25 

14 

20 

9 

11 

8 

8 

1 

2 

6 

669 

422 

247 

40 

37 

51 

18 

25 

12 

20 

9 

11 

8 

8 

1 

2 

5 

33 

31 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

34 

30 

4 

3 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

42 

36 

6 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

26 

24 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

368 

273 

95 

24 

17 

15 

5 

6 

3 

8 

5 

3 

2 

4 

_ 

_ 

3 

312 

221 

91 

20 

17 

15 

5 

6 

3 

8 

5 

3 

2 

4 

_ 

_ 

3 

24 

20 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

15 

17 

15 

17 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

163 

156 

7 

4 

1 

1 

1 

31 

29 

2 

2 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

64 

59 

n 

5 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

10 

1 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

I 

I 

37 

37 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

r 

94 

87 

7 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ * 

_ 

_ 

_ 

49 

43 

6 

3 

- 

- 

- 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

11 

11 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

14 

13 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

I 

I 

I 

17 

17 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

110 

98 

12 

5 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

74 

63 

11 

4 

1 

- 

- 

3 

- 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

36 

35 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

69 

63 

6 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

38 

34 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

13 

12 

1 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

18 

17 

1 

1 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

45 

38 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

22 

18 

4 

1 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

21 

20 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

117 

103 

14 

5 

3 

_ 

_ 

2 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

39 

33 

6 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

28 

26 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

25 

21 

4 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

25 

23 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6.1 

51 

10 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

39 

31 

8 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

17 

5 

15 

5 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

104 

90 

14 

4 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

63 

50 

13 

4 

3 

2 

- 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

21 

20 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

I 

I 

I 

I 

_ 

57 

51 

6 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

55 

2 

49 

2 

6 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

67 

63 

4 

3 

1 

24 

6 

21 

6 

3 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

7 

1 

7 
1 

8 
4 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

. 

4 

16 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 
tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

distriot, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prac- 

ti- 

tion- 

•r.l/ 

TEXAS 

(Continued) 

Mount  Pleasant  District 

19 

19 

Titus 

14 

14 

Camp 

5 

5 

EL  PASO  REGION 

250 

185 

Primary  district: 

El  Paso  District 

172 

109 

El  Paso 

169 

106 

Hudspeth 

3 

3 

Isolated  districts: 

Alpine  District 

32 

32 

Brewster 

6 

6 

Culberson 

1 

1 

Jeff  Davis 

2 

2 

Pecos 

5 

5 

Presidio 

6 

6 

Reeves 

10 

10 

Terrell 

2 

2 

Odessa  District 

46 

44 

Ector 

10 

10 

Crane 

3 

3 

Loving 

- 

- 

Midland 

13 

11 

Upton 

2 

2 

Ward 

10 

10 

Winkler 

8 

8 

HOUSTON  REGION 

1,216 

911 

Primary  district: 

Houston  District 

838 

589 

Harris 

666 

455 

Brazoria 

15 

15 

Chambers 

6 

5 

Fort  Bend 

13 

12 

Galveston 

127 

91 

Montgomery 

11 

11 

Secondary  districts: 

Beaumont  District 

181 

135 

Jefferson 

163 

117 

Hardin 

9 

9 

Orange 

9 

9 

Proposed-seconda  iy  districts 

El  Campo  District 

49 

48 

Wharton 

24 

23 

Colorado 

11 

11 

Matagorda 

14 

14 

Hempstead  District 

58 

52 

Waller 

6 

6 

Austin 

15 

15 

Grimes 

15 

14 

Washington 

22 

17 

Liberty  District 

33 

31 

Liberty 

16 

15 

Polk 

16 

15 

San  Jacinto 

1 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Jasper  District 

57 

56 

Jasper 

9 

9 

Newton 

7 

7 

Sabine 

8 

8 

San  Augustine 

5 

5 

Shelby 

19 

18 

Tyler 

9 

9 

Active  non-Federal  physician*!/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  Interest*!/ 


All 

types 


Ophthal- 

0b- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

t ol— 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Anes- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

rhino- 

eery 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 


Pub- 

lic 

Health 


65 

13 

7 

12 

3 

6 

6 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

4 

3 

63 

12 

7 

12 

3 

5 

6 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

4 

3 

63 

12 

7 

12 

3 

5 

- 

6 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

4 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

“ 

" 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

I 

I 

I 

I 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

305 

66 

49 

48 

25 

29 

12 

15 

18 

13 

9 

9 

6 

1 

5 

249 

50 

40 

38 

24 

22 

12 

12 

13 

11 

8 

8 

6 

5 

211 

44 

35 

31 

23 

19 

9 

10 

11 

10 

6 

5 

5 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

36 

5 

5 

7 

1 

3 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

46 

11 

7 

8 

1 

7 

- 

3 

5 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

46 

11 

7 

8 

1 

7 

- 

3 

5 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

' 

' 

“ 

“ 

“ 

1 

1 

. 

. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 
tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region. 

Gen- 

distriot, 

oral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion-. 

or«2/ 

Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


All 

types 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

fiadi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anea- 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lio 

rhine^ 

S®ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

Health 

laryn- 

oine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

TEXAS 

(Continued ) 


SAN  ANTONIO  REGION 

1,083 

893 

190 

54 

25 

23 

11 

13 

8 

14 

9 

6 

6 

7 

3 

9 

2 

Primary  district: 

San  Antonio  District 

507 

380 

127 

27 

17 

20 

10 

8 

8 

8 

6 

4 

4 

6 

3 

5 

1 

Bexar 

444 

320 

124 

25 

17 

19 

10 

8 

8 

8 

6 

4 

4 

6 

3 

5 

1 

Atascosa 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bandera 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Comal 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Guadalupe 

15 

14 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kendall 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Medina 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wilson 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Corpus  Christi  District 

147 

118 

29 

8 

3 

1 

1 

4 

_ 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Nueces 

106 

78 

28 

7 

3 

1 

1 

4 

_ 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

Jim  Wells 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kleberg 

11 

10 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

San  Patricio 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Cuero  District 

57 

52 

5 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

De  Witt 

14 

10 

4 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Goliad 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

* 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Gonzales 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Karnes 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lavaca 

17 

16 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Laredo  District 

74 

68 

6 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Webb 

34 

29 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Dimmit 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Duval 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jim  Hogg 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

La  Salle 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Maverick 

7 

6 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

McMullen 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Zapata 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

McAllen  District 

161 

148 

13 

7 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Hidalgo 

69 

64 

5 

3 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Brooks 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cameron 

76 

68 

8 

4 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kenedy 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Starr 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Willacy 

8 

8 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Victoria  District 

38 

36 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Victoria 

19 

17 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

Aransas 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Calhoun 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Jacks  on 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Refugio 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Beeville  District 

18 

18 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Bee 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Live  Oak 

6- 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kerrville  District 

36 

30 

6 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

.. 

_ 

_ 

4 

_ 

Kerr 

19 

13 

6 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

Edwards 

2 

2 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Gillespie 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kimble 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Real 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Uvalde  District 

45 

43 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Uvalde 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

Frio 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Kinney 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Val  Verde 

15 

13 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Zavala 

8 

8 

" 

” 

~ 

— 

“ 

“ 

— 

" 

“ 

~ 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

TEMPLE  REGION 

970 

798 

172 

41 

31 

28 

8 

7 

7 

5 

9 

2 

6 

7 

1 

7 

13 

Primary  district: 

Temple  District 

157 

126 

31 

5 

10 

7 

2 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

3 

1 

- 

- 

Bell 

86 

57 

29 

4 

10 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

3 

1 

- 

- 

Burnet 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Coryell 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lampasas 

14 

14 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Williamson 

31 

29 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table, 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physioianai/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region. 

Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pey- 

Derma- 

district, 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

in 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

county 

All 

ti- 

All 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

the- 

11c 

designation 

tion- 

typ«» 

rhino- 

g«ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

Biol- 

■ is 

Health 

er  8.2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

TEXAS 

(Continued) 


Secondary  districts: 


Austin  District 

230 

173 

57 

Travis 

160 

104 

56 

Bastrop 

13 

13 

- 

Blanco 

3 

3 

- 

Caldwell 

16 

16 

- 

Fayette 

16 

16 

- 

Hays 

16 

15 

1 

Lee 

6 

6 

- 

San  Angelo  District 

96 

73 

23 

Tom  Green 

58 

36 

22 

Coke 

3 

3 

- 

Concho 

5 

5 

- 

Irion 

2 

2 

- 

Menard 

3 

3 

- 

Reagan 

2 

2 

- 

Runnels 

18 

17 

1 

Schleicher 

3 

3 

. 

Sterling 

2 

2 

- 

Waco  District 

213 

169 

44 

McLennan 

119 

88 

31 

Bosque 

15 

15 

- 

Falls 

37 

26 

11 

Hill 

27 

25 

2 

Limestone 

15 

15 

- 

Proposed-socondary  districts: 

Brownwood  District 

124 

115 

9 

Brown 

37 

31 

6 

Coleman 

17 

16 

1 

Comanche 

14 

14 

- 

Eastland 

30 

30 

- 

McCulloch 

12 

10 

2 

Mills 

7 

7 

- 

San  Saba 

7 

7 

- 

Cameron  District 

57 

52 

5 

Milam 

18 

16 

2 

Brazos 

18 

15 

3 

Burleson 

8 

8 

_ 

Robertson 

13 

13 

- 

Crockett  District 

57 

55 

2 

Houston 

18 

18 

- 

Leon 

12 

12 

- 

Madi  son 

5 

5 

- 

Trinity 

6 

6 

- 

Walker 

16 

14 

2 

Isolated  districts: 

Llano  District 

9 

9 

_ 

Llano 

4 

4 

_ 

Mason 

5 

5 

- 

Sonora  District 

6 

6 

_ 

Sutton 

3 

3 

_ 

Grockett 

3 

3 

- 

Stephenville  District 

21 

20 

1 

Erath 

13 

12 

1 

Hamilton 

8 

8 

- 

WICHITA  FALLS  REGION 

741 

617 

124 

Primary  district: 

Wichita  Falls  District 

114 

77 

37 

Wichita 

96 

60 

36 

Archer 

4 

4 

_ 

Baylor 

5 

4 

1 

Clay 

9 

9 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Abilene  District 

101 

83 

18 

Taylor 

59 

44 

15 

Callahan 

10 

10 

_ 

Fisher 

9 

9 

_ 

Nolan 

20 

17 

3 

Shackelford 

3 

3 

- 

10  1 

9 1 


1 


4 4 

4 4 


13  10 

10  8 

2 1 

1 1 


5 

4 


1 


8 

5 


3 


4 

3 


1 


1 


1 


4 

2 

1 


1 


1 


1 


1 

1 

38  27  16 

9 7 6 

8 7 6 

1 

7 3 2 

5 3 2 

2 


2 


2 


3 13  1 

1-3  1 

2 1- 


8 14  4 5 


7 11  2 


1 1 
1 1 


12 

12 


1 


1 


1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physio  Lanai/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

region, 

distrlot, 

and 

oounty 

designation 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

or»5/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

0b- 

stet- 

rios 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

TEXAS 

(Continued) 


Amarillo  District 
Potter 
Armstrong 
Carson 
Deaf  Smith 
Hartley 
Hutchins on 
Moore 
Oldham 
Randall 

Lubbock  District 
Lubbock 
Crosby 
Floyd 
Garza 
Hockley 
Lamb 
Lynn 
Terry 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Big  Spring  District 
Howard 
Borden 
Daws  on 
Glasscock 
Martin 
Mitchell 
Scurry 

Plainview  District 
Hale 
Briscoe 
Castro 
Swisher 

Stamford  District 
Jones 
Haskell 
Stonewall 

Vernon  District 
Wilbarger 
Foard 
Hardeman 

Isolated  districts: 

Dalhart  District 
Dallam 
Hansford 
Lipscomb 
Ochiltree 
Sherman 


108  82 

76  53 

2 2 

3 3 

3 3 

12  9 

4 4 

4 4 

4 4 

122  101 

66  45 

6 6 

8 8 

4 4 

7 7 

16  16 

8 8 

7 7 


26 

23 


3 


21 

21 


7 

6 


1 


5 

4 


1 


1 2 
1 2 


46  41 

18  14 

9 9 

2 2 

7 7 

10  9 

31  29 

22  20 

3 3 

2 2 

4 4 

37  34 

25  22 

10  10 

2 2 

34  28 

20  18 

3 2 

11  8 


5 

4 


1 

2 

2 


6 

2 

1 

3 


1 


2 3 

1 

1 

1 2 


2 

2 


15 

6 

2 

4 

2 

1 


15 

6 

2 

4 

2 i 
1 


Paducah  District 
Cattle 
Dickens 
Kent 
King 
Knox 
Motley 


31  30 

5 5 

6 6 

4 4 

11  10 

5 5 


1 


1 


1 


1 


Pampa  District 
Gray 

Childress 

Collingsworth 

Donley 

Hall 

Hemphill 

Roberts 

Wheeler 


79 

74 

5 

2 

2 

24 

21 

3 

1 

1 

12 

10 

2 

1 

1 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

Seagraves  District 
Gaines 
Andrews 
Bailey 
Cochran 
Parmer 
Yoakum 


23  23 

10  10 

1 1 

3 3 

2 2 

3 3 

4 4 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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St  at  a , 
region, 
distriot, 
and 

oounty 

designation 


Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physioianai/ 


All 

Oen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

«r«2/ 

Full-tine  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

*TlA 

Ot  0— 
rhino- 
laryn- 
gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

oine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rios 

and 

Gyne- 

ool- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

ohi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

-Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

oulo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lio 

Health 

UTAH 


530  403  127 


2 


11 


SALT  LAKE  CITY  REGION 

530 

403 

127 

39 

23 

14 

8 

10 

4 

4 

Primary  district: 

Salt  Lake  City  District 

305 

216 

89 

25 

16 

11 

6 

7 

1 

4 

Salt  Lake 

279 

191 

88 

25 

16 

11 

6 

7 

1 

4 

Davis 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Morgan 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Summit 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Tooele 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wasatch 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Ogden  District 

86 

65 

21 

8 

4 

2 

2 

3 

1 

_ 

Weber 

49 

38 

11 

4 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

- 

Box  Elder 

12 

12 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Cache 

23 

13 

10 

4 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

Rich 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Price  District 

34 

31 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Carbon 

17 

14 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Daggett 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Duchesne 

5 

5 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Emery 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grand 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Uintah 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Provo  District 

67 

58 

9 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Utah 

51 

42 

9 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

Juab 

5 

5 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sanpete 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Cedar  City  District 

19 

16 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Iron 

9 

6 

3 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Garfield 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Kane 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

San  Juan 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washington 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Richfield  District 

19 

17 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sevier 

10 

8 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Be  aver 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Millard 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Piute 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wayne 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

VERMONT 

478 

404 

74 

18 

16 

10 

2 

3 

8 

4 

BURLINGTON  REGION 

478 

404 

74 

18 

16 

10 

2 

3 

8 

4 

Primary  district: 

Burlington  District 

182 

144 

38 

9 

7 

5 

2 

3 

1 

3 

Chittenden 

114 

80 

34 

7 

6 

5 

2 

3 

1 

2 

Addison 

16 

16 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Franklin 

36 

33 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grand  Isle 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lamoille 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Benninyton  District 

68 

56 

12 

1 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

5 

1 

Bennington 

29 

25 

4 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

1 

Windham 

39 

31 

8 

1 

2 

2 

- 

- 

3 

- 

Rutland  District 

103 

88 

15 

4 

5 

2 

Rutland 

61 

47 

14 

4 

4 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Windsor 

42 

41 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 5 3 2 


3 11  3 


3 11  3 


111 

111 


11 


1 


4 


1 4 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physioianai/ 


State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interest*®/ 

region. 

On- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

district. 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

ohi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

prao- 

and 

Inter- 

rice 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

Ane8- 

Pub- 

county 

ti- 

All 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

designation 

tion- 

typos 

rhino- 

SPry 

Medi- 

Oyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

Health 

era  2/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gory 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

go logy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

VERMONT 

(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Montpelier  District 
Washington 
Orange 


69  63  6 3 

53  47  6 3 

16  16 


1 

1 


, Johnsbury  District 

56 

53 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Caledonia 

30 

27 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Essex 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Orleans 

23 

23 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

VIRGINIA 

2,489 

1,955 

534 

105 

96 

102 

34 

40 

33 

17 

29 

16 

12 

11 

1 

9 

29 

CHARLOTTESVILLE  REGION 

346 

271 

75 

16 

18 

13 

3 

5 

4 

1 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

2 

4 

Primary  district: 

Charlottesville  District 

138 

103 

35 

6 

6 

9 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

. 

2 

1 

Albemarle®/ 

123 

88 

35 

6 

6 

9 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

2 

1 

Fluvanna 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Greene 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Nelson 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

~ 

“ 

“ 

~ 

“ 

Secondary  districts: 

Harrisonburg  District 

45 

39 

6 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Rookingham®/ 

35 

30 

5 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Page 

10 

9 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

“ 

“ 

- 

" 

“ 

1 

Winchester  District 

66 

51 

15 

4 

6 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Frederick®/ 

28 

17 

11 

4 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Clarke 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Shenandoah 

19 

17 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- * 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Warren 

14 

12 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Staunton  District 

97 

78 

19 

5 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

3 

- 

1 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Augusta^/ 

69 

52 

17 

4 

4 

2 

- 

1 

3 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Highland 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Rockbridge®/ 

23 

21 

2 

1 

1 

' 

‘ 

LYNCHBURG  REGION 

216 

168 

48 

10 

8 

8 

5 

3 

2 

4 

1 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

2 

Primary  district: 

Lynchburg  District 

172 

126 

46 

10 

7 

8 

5 

3 

2 

4 

1 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Campbell®/ 

82 

51 

31 

6 

5 

7 

4 

2 

- 

3 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Amherst 

12 

10 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Appomattox 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bedford 

14 

13 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pittsylvania®/ 

58 

46 

12 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 
South  Boston  District 

44 

42 

2 

1 

1 

Halifax 

16 

14 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Charlotte 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Mecklenburg 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

“ 

NORFOLK  REGION 

559 

445 

114 

23 

17 

23 

7 

12 

7 

3 

8 

2 

2 

3 

- 

1 

6 

Primary  district: 

Norfolk  District 

263 

201 

62 

12 

10 

12 

4 

7 

2 

2 

4 

2 

2 

2 

_ 

1 

2 

Norfolk 

253 

192 

61 

12 

10 

12 

4 

7 

2 

2 

4 

2 

2 

2 

- 

- 

2 

Princess  Anne 

10 

9 

1 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Newport  News  District 

105 

81 

24 

5 

2 

. 5 

2 

3 

3 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Warwick®/ 

65 

45 

20 

4 

2 

5 

2 

3 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Elizabeth  City §/ 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

James  City®/ 

18 

14 

4 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

York 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

" 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Nassawadox  District 

37 

33 

4 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Northampton 

17 

13 

4 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Accomack 

20 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 

Active  non-Federal  physio  Lanai/ 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

er«2/ 

Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 
mology 
and 
Oto- 
rhi no- 
laryn- 
gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

ety 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

VIRGINIA 

(Continued) 


Petersburg  District 

96 

80 

16 

3 

2 

3 

- 

2 

2 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Dinwiddia®/ 

54 

39 

15 

3 

2 

3 

- 

2 

2 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Brunswick 

7 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Greensville 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Prince  GeorgeJ/ 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Surry 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Sussex 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Suffolk  District 

48 

40 

8 

2 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Nansemond.8/ 

25 

18 

7 

2 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Isle  of  Wight 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Southampton 

18 

17 

1 

- 

“ 

" 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

" 

" 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Mathews  District 

10 

10 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

Mathews 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

. Gloucester 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

RICHMOND  REGION 
Primary  district: 

815 

622 

193 

32 

32 

36 

14 

17 

12 

6 

10 

8 

4 

6 

1 

3 

12 

Richmond  District 

508 

331 

177 

28 

28 

35 

13 

16 

12 

5 

10 

8 

4 

6 

_ 

2 

10 

HenricoJ/ 

476 

300 

176 

28 

28 

35 

13 

16 

12 

5 

10 

8 

4 

6 

- 

2 

9 

Charles  City 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Chesterfield 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Goochland 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hanover 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

New  Kent 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Powhatan 

Secondary  districts: 

1 

1 

Alexandria  District 

121 

112 

9 

1 

3 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

Arlington®/ 

76 

70 

6 

1 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

Fairfax 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Loudoun 

19 

17 

2 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Prince  William 

10 

10 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Fannville  District 

50 

46 

4 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Prince  Edward 

13 

10 

3 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Amelia 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Buckingham 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Cumberland 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lunenburg 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Nottoway 

13 

12 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

Fredericksburg  District 

64 

61 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Spotsylvania^/ 

23 

20 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Caroline 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Culpeper 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Louisa 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Orange 

12 

12 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Stafford 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Isolated  districts: 

Colonial  Beach  District 

26 

26 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Westmoreland 

6 

6 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

King  George 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Lancaster 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Northumberland 

8 

8 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Richmond 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Warrenton  District 

27 

27 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Fauquier 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Madison 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Rappahannock 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

West  Point  District 

19 

19 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

King  William 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Essex 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

King  and  Queen 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Middlesex 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federa!  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 

State, 

Full-time 

specialists  with  designated  interests!/ 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 

All 

Gen- 
eral 
prac- 
ti- 
tion- 
ers  fj 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

gery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

cine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedic 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anes- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

culo- 

sis 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

VIRGINIA 

(Continued) 


ROANOKE  REGION 

553 

449 

104 

24 

21 

22 

5 

3 

8 

3 

5 

3 

2 

- 

Primary  district: 

Roanoke  District 

202 

145 

57 

12 

7 

12 

5 

2 

4 

3 

3 

3 

1 

Roanoke 8/ 

150 

98 

52 

12 

7 

12 

4 

2 

1 

3 

3 

3 

1 

_ 

Botetourt 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Craig 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Floyd 

8 

7 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

— 

- 

- 

- 

Franklin 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

Montgomery®/ 

28 

24 

4 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Clifton  Forge  District 

40 

27 

13 

3 

3 

5 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Alleghany®/ 

33 

23 

10 

3 

3 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Bath 

7 

4 

3 

“ 

- 

3 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

Richlands  District 

70 

61 

9 

1 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Tazewell 

39 

35 

4 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Bland 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Smyth 

26 

21 

5 

2 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Abingdon  District 

52 

44 

8 

1 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washington®/ 

39 

32 

7 

1 

2 

3 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Russell 

13 

12 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

Grundy  District 

21 

21 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Buchanan 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Dickenson 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Martinsville  District 

32 

29 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Henry®/ 

27 

24 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

_ . 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Patrick 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Norton  District 

69 

61 

8 

4 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wise 

39 

32 

7 

4 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

Lee 

18 

17 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

Scott 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Pulaski  District 

67 

61 

6 

1 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

Pulaski 

18 

15 

3 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

Carroll 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

Giles 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Grayson 

13 

11 

2 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wythe 

20 

19 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

WASHINGTON 

1,880 

1,430 

450 

122 

SEAT  TIE  REGION 

1,534 

1,166 

368 

93 

Primary  district: 

Seattle  District 

1,049 

741 

308 

73 

King 

729 

496 

233 

51 

Island 

3 

3 

- 

- 

Kitsap 

30 

27 

3 

3 

Kittitas 

18 

16 

2 

2 

Pierce 

200 

142 

58 

12 

Snohomish 

69 

57 

12 

5 

Secondary  districts: 

Bellingham  District- 

99 

91 

8 

4 

Whatcom 

60 

53 

7 

3 

San  Juan 

2 

2 

- 

- 

Skagit 

37 

36 

1 

1 

Olympia  District 

84 

73 

11 

5 

Thurston 

29 

24 

5 

2 

Grays  Harbor 

37 

31 

6 

3 

Mason 

8 

8 

- 

- 

Pacific 

10 

10 

- 

- 

Port  Angeles  District 

23 

20 

3 

1 

Clallam 

17 

14 

3 

1 

Jefferson 

6 

6 

- 

- 

63 

59 

40 

27 

23 

24 

20 

20 

13 

11 

55 

49 

35 

23 

18 

21 

16 

16 

9 

8 

46 

44 

30 

21 

18 

17 

13 

15 

9 

6 

38 

33 

24 

17 

12 

12 

10 

13 

8 

3 

8 

8 

4 

3 

6 

5 

3 

2 

1 

3 

“ 

3 

2 

1 

” 

“ 

“ 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

1 

1 

1 

“ 

“ 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

L 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 


5 


2 

1 


1 


1 

1 


1 

1 


1 

1 


6 


5 


4 

3 


1 


22 


20 


12 

9 


2 

1 


1 

1 


1 

1 


1 

1 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice  in  the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


State, 

. region, 

diatriot, 
and 

oounty 

designation 

Active  non-Federal  physio iana*/ 

All 

Gen- 

eral 

prao- 

ti- 

tion-. 

era^/ 

Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 

All 

types 

Ophthal- 

mology 

and 

Oto- 

rhino- 

laryn- 

gology 

Sur- 

sery 

Inter- 

nal 

Medi- 

oine 

Ob- 

stet- 

rics 

and 

Gyne- 

col- 

ogy 

Pedi- 

at- 

rics 

Psy- 

chi- 

atry 

and 

Neu- 

rol- 

ogy 

Urol- 

ogy 

Radi- 

ology 

and 

Roent- 

genol- 

ogy 

Ortho- 

pedio 

Sur- 

gery 

Derma- 

tol- 

ogy 

and 

Syphi- 

lol- 

ogy 

Pathol- 

ogy 

and 

Bacte- 

riol- 

ogy 

Anea- 

the- 

siol- 

ogy 

Tuber- 

oulo- 

ais 

Pub- 

lic 

Health 

WASHINGTON 

(Continued) 


Vancouver  District 

79 

71 

8 

4 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Clark 

44 

40 

4 

3 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Cowlitz 

31 

27 

4 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Skamania 

2 

2 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wahkiakum 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Wenatchee  District 

59 

48 

11 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Chelan 

35 

26 

9 

3 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

Douglas 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Okanogan 

22 

20 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Yakima  District 

141 

122 

19 

3 

4 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Yakima 

74 

56 

18 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

Benton 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Grant 

12 

11 

1 

_ 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Klickitat 

11 

11 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lewis 

38 

38 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

SPOKANE  REGION 

346 

264 

82 

29 

8 

10 

5 

4 

5 

3 

4 

4 

4 

3 

- 

1 

2 

Primary  district: 

Spokane  District 

267 

194 

73 

26 

6 

8 

5 

4 

5 

3 

3 

4 

4 

3 

1 

1 

Spokane 

234 

162 

72 

25 

6 

8 

5 

4 

5 

3 

3 

4 

4 

3 

_ 

1 

1 

Ferry 

2 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

13 

12 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pend  Oreille 

6 

6 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Stevens 

12 

12 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Walla  Walla  District 

40 

31 

9 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

Walla  Walla 

32 

23 

9 

3 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Columbia 

3 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Franklin 

5 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Colfax  District 

39 

39 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Whitman 

31 

31 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Adams 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Asotin 

1 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Garfield 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

1,740 

1,414 

326 

73 

71 

41 

15 

21 

7 

19 

19 

13 

7 

7 

1 

6 

26 

CHARLESTON  REGION 

938 

754 

184 

38 

41 

24 

10 

14 

5 

12 

7 

8 

3 

3 

4 

15 

Primary  district: 

Charleston  District 

297 

228 

69 

12 

14 

8 

4 

5 

3 

5 

2 

4 

1 

1 

10 

Kanawha 

241 

174 

67 

12 

14 

8 

4 

5 

2 

5 

2 

4 

1 

1 

9 

Boone 

15 

14 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Clay 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Jackson 

11 

11 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Putnam 

9 

9 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Roane 

16 

15 

1 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Beckley  District 

87 

69 

18 

4 

4 

2 

1 

2 

4 

1 

1 

Raleigh 

75 

60 

15 

4 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

3 

Summers 

12 

9 

3 

- 

1 

“ 

- 

" 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Huntington  District 

162 

114 

48 

7 

8 

8 

5 

6 

2 

5 

2 

2 

2 

1 

Cabell 

132 

84 

48 

7 

8 

8 

5 

6 

2 

5 

2 

2 

2 

1 

Lincoln 

5 

5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mason 

14 

14 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

• 

Wayne 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Logan  District 

113 

109 

4 

2 

1 

Logan 

60 

58 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Mingo 

36 

34 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wyoming 

17 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

Montgomery  District 

89 

82 

7 

2 

3 

1 

1 

Fayette 

75 

69 

6 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Nicholas 

14 

13 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

I 

X 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health,  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physioianoi/ 


Full-tine  specialists  with  designated  interesta5/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

e«i*y 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rice 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

8i8 

Health 

ersZ/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

WEST  VIRGINIA 
(Continued) 


Welch  District 

148 

115 

33 

10 

10 

4 

_ 

3 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

McDowell 

78 

67 

11 

3 

5 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Mercer 

70 

48 

22 

7 

5 

2 

2 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Ronceverte  District 

42 

37 

5 

1 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Greenbrier 

30 

25 

5 

1 

2 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Monroe 

12 

12 

— 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

“ 

” 

“ 

" 

” 

PARKERSBURG  REGION 
Primary  district: 

434 

367 

67 

19 

19 

7 

2 

3 

1 

3 

4 

2 

1 

2 

- 

- 

4 

Parkersburg  District 

92 

68 

24 

8 

5 

4 

1 

1 

_ 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wood 

71 

47 

24 

8 

5 

4 

1 

1 

- 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pleasants 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Ritchie 

13 

13 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wirt 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Clarksburg  District 

108 

91 

17 

6 

5 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Harrison 

96 

79 

17 

6 

5 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Doddridge 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Tyler 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Elkins  District 

102 

90 

12 

2 

4 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Randolph 

34 

24 

10 

2 

3 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

Barbour 

16 

14 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

Pendleton 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pocahontas 

15 

15 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Tucker 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Upshur 

15 

15 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Webster 

7 

7 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Martinsburg  District 

47 

40 

7 

1 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Berkeley 

29 

22 

7 

1 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Jefferson 

11 

11 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morgan 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Keyser  District 

33 

31 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Mineral 

15 

14 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Grant 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Hampshire 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Hardy 

8 

8 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

Weston  District 

52 

47 

5 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Lewis 

27 

22 

5 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

Braxton 

16 

16 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Calhoun 

5 

5 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Gilmer 

4 

4 

" 

" 

~ 

” 

" 

“ 

" 

“ 

" 

" 

WHEELING  REGION 
Primary  district: 

368 

293 

75 

16 

11 

10 

3 

4 

1 

4 

8 

3 

3 

2 

1 

2 

7 

Wheeling  District 

189 

148 

41 

9 

5 

3 

2 

2 

1 

3 

6 

2 

2 

1 

_ 

1 

4 

Ohio 

125 

90 

35 

9 

3 

3 

2 

2 

1 

3 

5 

2 

2 

1 

- 

1 

1 

Brooke 

14 

13 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Hancock 

29 

25 

4 

_ 

2 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

1 

Marshall 

21 

20 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Secondary  districts: 

Fairmont  District 

103 

87 

16 

4 

3 

3 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

1 

Marion 

72 

57 

15 

3 

3 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

Taylor 

12 

11 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

Wetzel 

19 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Morgantown  District 

76 

58 

18 

3 

3 

4 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

Monongalia 

52 

36 

16 

3 

3 

4 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

Preston 

24 

22 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Numbe 
tentative  health 


r of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


in 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

Gen- 

district. 

oral 

and 

prao- 

oounty 

All 

ti- 

designation 

tion- 

er»2/ 

Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

mology 

stet- 

ohi- 

Sadi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

and 

Inter- 

rios 

Pedi- 

atry 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

types 

rhino- 

g®ry 

Modi- 

Gyne- 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Baote- 

siol- 

laryn- 

cine 

ool- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

Wisconsin 

3,315 

2,690 

625 

GREEK  BAY  REGION 

257 

227 

30 

Primary  district: 

Green  Bay  Distriot 

226 

197 

29 

Brown 

84 

66 

18 

Door 

12 

12 

- 

Kewaunee 

12 

12 

- 

Manitowoc 

47 

44 

3 

Oconto 

15 

15 

- 

Outagamie 

56 

48 

8 

Proposed-secondary  distriots: 

Marinette  District 

31 

30 

1 

Marinette 

25 

24 

1 

Florence 

- 

- 

- 

Forest 

6 

6 

- 

MADISON  REGION 

847 

713 

134 

Primary  district: 

Madison  District 

561 

449 

112 

Dane 

306 

217 

89 

Columbia 

40 

40 

- 

Dodge 

37 

34 

3 

Iowa 

14 

14 

- 

Jefferson 

45 

44 

1 

Rook 

89 

70 

19 

Sauk 

30 

30 

- 

Secondary  districts : 

La  Crosse  District 

129 

115 

14 

La  Crosse 

63 

51 

12 

Buffalo 

8 

8 

- 

Jackson 

10 

9 

1 

Trempealeau 

25 

24 

1 

Vernon 

23 

23 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Monroe  District 

46 

43 

3 

Green 

25 

22 

3 

Lafayette 

21 

21 

- 

Prairie  Du  Chien  District 

71 

67 

4 

Crawford 

19 

18 

1 

Grant 

35 

35 

-- 

Richland 

17 

14 

3 

Sparta  District 

40 

39 

1 

Monroe 

22 

21 

1 

Adanm 

3 

3 

- 

Juneau 

15 

16 

- 

MILWAUKEE  REGION 

1,672 

1,275 

397 

Primary  district: 

Milwaukee  Distriot 

1,317 

985 

332 

Milwaukee 

1,108 

803 

305 

Ozaukee 

18 

18 

- 

Racine 

97 

81 

16 

Washington 

29 

29 

- 

Waukesha 

65 

54 

11 

161 

109 

95 

27 

39 

44 

28 

31 

19 

12 

17 

3 

14 

26 

14 

4 

4 

1 

4 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

1 

13 

4 

4 

- 

- 

- 

1 

4 

1 

. - 

1 

- 

- 

1 

6 

1 

3 

- 

- 

- 

1 

4 

1 

- 

1 

- 

" 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

* 

“ 

“ 

“ 

* 

' 

32 

21 

20 

7 

7 

9 

6 

9 

5 

1 

3 

2 

1 

11 

23 

15 

18 

6 

7 

9 

5 

9 

5 

1 

2 

2 

1 

9 

13 

13 

15 

6 

6 

9 

3 

7 

4 

1 

2 

2 

1 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

■ 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

7 

1 

3 

- 

1 

- 

2 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

~ 

“ 

' 

6 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

5 

3 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

“ 

" 

“ 

2 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

~ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

- 

- 

” 

— 

' 

' 

88 

73 

65 

19 

30 

34 

19 

14 

13 

10 

11 

1 

10 

10 

67 

59 

58 

18 

26 

29 

14 

11 

13 

10 

10 

1 

9 

7 

60 

55 

55 

18 

24 

26 

14 

9 

12 

10 

9 

1 

6 

6 

5 

4 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

2 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

3 

- 

Secondary  districts: 


Fond  Du  Lao  District 

95 

82 

13 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Fond  Du  Lac 

71 

58 

13 

5 

4 

1 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Green  Lake 

16 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Marquette 

8 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Kenosha.  Distriot 

91 

76 

15 

5 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

2 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

2 

Kenosha 

51 

38 

13 

4 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Walworth 

40 

38 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

* 

- 

- 

1 

Oshkosh  Distriot 

85 

66 

19 

6 

4 

3 

_ 

1 

2 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

1 

Winnebago 

79 

60 

19 

6 

4 

3 

- 

1 

2 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

Waushara 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians^/ 


Full-tine  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Psy- 

Derma- 

eral 

mology 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedic 

and 

and 

the- 

lie 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

6«ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

sis 

Health 

ers±/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

gery 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

gology 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

WISCONSIN 

(Continued) 


Sheboygan  District 

84 

66 

18 

5 

4 

2 

_ 

3 

_ 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

Sheboygan 

72 

54 

18 

5 

4 

2 

_ 

3 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

Calumet 

12 

12 

“ 

" 

“ 

“ 

" 

~ 

“ 

" 

- 

- 

- 

WAUSAU  REGION 

539 

475 

64 

27 

11 

6 

1 

2 

1 

2 

4 

_ 

1 

2 

_ 

3 

4 

Primary  district: 

Wausau  District 

232 

203 

29 

12 

C 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Marathon 

47 

39 

8 

4 

3 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Clark 

21 

20 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Langlade 

13 

10 

3 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Lincoln 

16 

15 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Portage 

29 

27 

2 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Shawano 

21 

21 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Taylor 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Waupaca 

36 

36 

- 

* - 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Wood 

40 

26 

14 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Ashland  District 

35 

32 

3 

2 

_ 

1 

Ashland 

21 

13 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Iron 

5 

5 

- 

. - 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

.. 

_ 

Price 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Chippewa  Falls  District 

42 

37 

5 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

1 

Chippewa 

33 

28 

5 

2 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Rusk 

9 

9 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Eau  Claire  District 

65 

49 

16 

7 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

3 

_ 

2 

1 

Eau  Claire 

46 

33  • 

13 

5 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

Dunn 

14 

11 

3 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pepin 

5 

5 

- 

" 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Superior  District 

67 

60 

7 

3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2 

_ 

Douglas 

38 

32 

6 

3 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Bayfield 

9 

8 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

Burnett 

7 

7 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Sawyer 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washburn 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Prescott  District 

34 

34 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Pierce 

16 

16 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

St.  Croix 

18 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

I 

Rhinelander  District 

20 

18 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

Oneida 

14 

12 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

Vilas 

6 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

Rice  Lake  District 

44 

42 

2 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Barron 

23 

21 

2 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

Polk 

21 

21 

- 

WYOMING 

210 

187 

23 

8 

6 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

1 

2 

CASPER  REGION 

210 

187 

23 

8 

6 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

2 

Primary,  district: 

Casper  District 

47 

43 

4 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

Natrona 

21 

17 

4 

2 

_ 

1 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Carbon 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Converse 

6 

6 

- 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ , 

Johnson 

4 

4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Washakie 

3 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Secondary  districts: 

Cheyenne  District 

61 

52 

9 

3 

2 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

. 

1 

2 

Laramie 

34 

25 

9 

3 

2 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

2 

Albany 

13 

13 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Goshen 

7 

7 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Platte 

7 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  I. — Number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  engaged  in  selected  types  of  practice 
tentative  health  service  districts  and  regions  within  each  State,  1940 — (Continued) 


the  various  counties,  grouped  according  to 


State, 

region, 

district, 

and 

county 

designation 


Active  non-Federal  physicians!/ 


Full-time  specialists  with  designated  interests^/ 


Gen- 

Ophthal- 

Ob- 

Pay- 

Derma- 

eral 

mo logy 

stet- 

chi- 

Radi- 

tol- 

Pathol- 

prac- 

and 

Inter- 

rics 

Pedi- 

a try 

ology 

Ortho- 

ogy 

ogy 

Anes- 

Pub- 

ti- 

All 

Oto- 

Sur- 

nal 

and 

Urol- 

and 

pedio 

and 

and 

the- 

11c 

tion- 

types 

rhino- 

&ry 

Medi- 

Gyne- 

rics 

Neu- 

ogy 

Roent- 

Sur- 

Syphi- 

Bacte- 

siol- 

ols 

Health 

ers±/ 

laryn- 

cine 

col- 

rol- 

genol- 

6«ry 

lol- 

riol- 

ogy 

goloor 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

ogy 

Wyoming 

(Continued) 


Rock  Springs  District 

37 

35 

Sweetwater 

18 

17 

Lincoln 

8 

8 

Sublette 

2 

2 

Uinta 

9 

8 

Proposed-secondary  districts: 

Fort  Washakie  District 

30 

26 

Fremont 

9 

9 

Hot  Springs 

5 

4 

Park 

13 

10 

Teton 

Yellowstone  National  Park 

(part  )V 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Sheridan  District 

26 

22 

Sheridan 

19 

16 

Big  Horn 

6 

5 

Campbell 

1 

1 

Isolated  districts: 

Newcastle  Distriot 

9 

9 

Vie  s ton 

4 

4 

Crook 

2 

2 

Niobrara 

3 

3 

2 

1 


1 


4 


1 

3 


3 

1 

2 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 

1 


1/  Active  non-Federal  physician  counts  for  1940  were  obtained  by  tabulating  data  for  individual  physicians  listed  in  the  1940  American  Medioal  Directory.  Physicians 
listed  as  retired  or  otherwise  not  in  practice  and  those  employed  by  a Federal  agency  were  excluded  from  the  totals. 

2/  All  physicians  other  than  those  who  indicated  that  they  limited  their  praotice  to  a particular  branch  of  medicine  are  included  within  the  general  practitioner  category. 

Zj  Only  those  physicians  who  indicated  that  their  practice  was  limited  to  a particular  branoh  of  medicine  are  classified  as  full-time  specialists. 

4/  Yellowstone  National  Park  is  looated  within  the  limits  of  Idaho,  Montana,  and  'Wyoming. 

5 { Baltimore  City  and  Baltimore  County  are  treated  as  a single  political  unit. 

6 ! St.  Louis  City  and  St.  Louis  County  are  treated  as  a single  political  unit. 

2/  The  five  counties  of  New  York  City  are  treated  as  a single  political  unit. 

8/  Eaoh  of  the  24  independent  cities  of  Virginia  has  been  combined  with  an  adjacent  county,  and  eaoh  of  the  resulting  groupings  is  treated  as  a single  political  unit. 
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Table  II. — Population  and  number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  in  1940,  and  estimates  of  possible  physician  use  in  1960,  for  the  several 
health  service  regions  outlined  in  each  State 


State  and  region 
designation  and  rank 
number  of  region  in  array-/ 

Population-/ 

19*40 

Active  non-Federal  physioians 

State  and  region 
designation  and  rank 
number  of  region  in  arrayi/ 

Population^/ 

19M> 

Active  non-Federal  physioians 

Total!/ 

I960 

Estimates  for  I960,  according 
to  method^/ 

Total!/ 

I960 

Est.imates  for  196Q  according 
to  method^/ 

B 1 

c 

* I 

B 

C 

UNITED  STATES 

131.669.275 

160,680 

5/261, 172^/ 229,765^ 213.532 

LOUISIANA 

2,363.880 

2,286 

6.221 

3.926 

3.567 

Monroe 

325.376 

212 

586 

563 

673 

New  Orleans 

1,010,572 

1.317 

1.787 

1,661 

1.595 

ALABAMA 

2,832,961 

1,878 

6,685 

6,169 

3.635 

Pineville* •••••• 

627.915 

603 

1,168 

1.067 

930 

Shreveport 

600,019 

356 

702 

653 

569 

.(106) 

1.579.512 

1,136 

2.526 

2,368 

2.067 

Mobile 

•(113) 

325.77!. 

215 

533 

695 

632 

Montgomery 

•(126) 

927.675 

527 

1.626 

1.326 

1.156 

MAINE 

867,226 

893 

1.602 

1.303 

1.136 

Bangor. ......... 

660,316 

651 

769 

696 

607 

ARIZONA 

699,261 

U65 

1,080 

1,006 

875 

Portland... 

386,910 

662 

653 

607 

529 

Phoenix 

. (77) 

699,261 

U65 

1,080 

1.006 

875 

MARYLAND 

1.821.266 

2.651 

3.663 

3,618 

3.562 

ARKANSAS 

1.969.387 

1,661 

2.977 

2,767 

2.612 

Baltimore. ...... 

...  (8) 

1,502,228 

2,366 

3,025 

3.025 

3.025 

Cumberland 

319,016 

307 

638 

595 

517 

Hot  Springs 

. (88) 

525.507 

650 

787 

731 

638 

Little  Rook 

. (90) 

1.623.880 

1,191 

2,190 

2.036 

1,776 

MASSACHUSETTS 

6.316,721 

7.278 

8.091 

8,091 

8.091 

CALIFORNIA 

6.907.387 

9,925 

17.570 

17,307 

16,986 

Boston. 

...  (6) 

6.316,7a 

7,278 

8,091 

8,091 

8.091 

Fresno 

. (91) 

627.595 

516 

1,587 

1,675 

1,286 

Los  Angeles 

. (13) 

3,868,358 

5.576 

9,556 

9,686 

9,686 

MICHIGAN 

5.256,106 

6,029 

9,770 

9.081 

8,056 

Saoramento 

. (66) 

668,587 

U48 

1,110 

1,031 

899 

San  Franoisoo 

. (5) 

1.962.867 

3,385 

5.317 

5,317 

5.317 

Detroit 

3,816.603 

6,620 

7.155 

6,651 

5.935 

Grand  Rapids • • • • 

...  (53) 

1.115.959 

1,166 

2.050 

1.905 

1,661 

Marquette 

...(102) 

323,566 

265 

565 

525 

658 

COLORADO 

1,123,296 

1.712 

2,100 

2.068 

1.963 

Colorado  Springs.. 

• (23) 

282,698 

356 

689 

655 

620 

MINNESOTA 

2,792,300 

3.280 

5.021 

6.723 

6,218 

Denver 

. (6) 

661,275 

1,179 

1.357 

1.357 

1.357 

Pueblo............ 

. (65) 

179.523 

179 

256 

236 

206 

Duluth* 

560,620 

626 

950 

883 

770 

Minneapolis 

...  (66) 

1,960,872 

2,176 

3.282 

3.051 

2.659 

Rochester.. 

...  (l) 

270,808 

678 

789 

789 

789 

CONNECTICUT 

1,709.262 

2.375 

3,116 

2.966 

2,966 

Ha rtford. •••••••• • 

. (li) 

1,709,262 

2.375 

3.116 

2,966 

2,966 

MISSISSIPPI 

2,183.796 

1.360 

3.602 

3.162 

2.756 

Jaokson. •••••••• 

1,596,660 

960 

2,685 

2.310 

2.013 

DELAWARE 

266,505 

318 

683 

669 

395 

Meridian 

585,156 

380 

917 

852 

763 

Wilmington 

266.505 

318 

683 

669 

395 

MISSOURI 

3,786.666 

6,912 

6.097 

5.875 

5.681 

Columbia. 

569,205 

502 

865 

786 

685 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMIBA. 

. (2) 

663,091 

1.516 

2,535 

2.535 

2.535 

Kansas  City..... 

1.U6.170 

1.696 

1.670 

1.552 

1.536 

1,726,002 

2.575 

2,961- 

2,961 

2,961 

395.287 

339 

861 

596 

519 

FLORIDA 

1,897,616 

1,796 

6.192 

3.896 

3,661 

935.639 

753 

1.976 

1.835 

1.599 

MONTANA 

559.656 

680 

786 

729 

635 

Mi  ami  

662.062 

569 

1,126 

1,065 

956 

Tampa •••••••• 

519.713 

692 

1.096 

1,016 

886 

Billings 

138,596 

102 

183 

170 

168 

Butte........... 

201,062 

200 

305 

266 

267 

Great  Falls*.... 

219,818 

178 

296 

275 

260 

GEORGIA 

3.123.723 

2.575 

6.966 

6,595 

6,005 

NEBRASKA 

1.315.836 

1.522 

1,790 

1,666 

1.673 

Atlanta 

1.362,629 

1,281 

2.237 

2.079 

1,812 

261,619 

259 

393 

365 

313 

366,688 

659 

686 

652 

617 

Columbus •••••••••• 

675,571 

663 

1.063 

968 

861 

Qiaha. 

969.166 

1.06} 

1,306 

1,212 

1.056 

Maoon.. •••••••• ... 

371.626 

266 

556 

517 

651 

Savannah 

652,280 

3^6 

695 

666 

563 

NEVADA 

110,267 

138 

261 

226 

207 

IDAHO 

526.873 

378 

916 

869 

761 

110,267 

138 

261 

226 

207 

Boise... 

526,873 

378 

916 

869 

761 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

691.526 

592 

867 

787 

698 

ILLINOIS 

7,897,261 

11,666 

16,236 

13.962 

13.665 

Manchester...... 

...  (36) 

691.526 

592 

867 

787 

696 

5,632.216 

8,916 

10,069 

10,069 

10,069 

East  St.  Louis.... 

. (85) 

1,052,931 

928 

1.797 

1,670 

1,656 

NEW  JERSEY 

6.160,165 

5,513 

7.113 

6,612 

6,663 

Peoria. ••••••••••• 

660,696 

726 

1,107 

1.029 

897 

Springfield 

771,600 

878 

1.263 

1,176 

1,023 

Camden 

731.108 

859 

1.250 

1,162 

1.013 

Newark. ......... 

3.629.057 

6.656 

5.863 

5.650 

5.650 

INDIANA 

3,627.796 

3.863 

6.058 

5.613 

5.009 

SEN  MEXICO 

531.818 

356 

1.023 

951 

829 

Evansville 

563,685 

527 

956 

889 

775 

Fort  Wayne........ 

376,155 

613 

653 

607 

529 

Albuque  rque 

531.818 

356 

1,023 

951 

829 

Indianapolis ••••• . 

1,827,663 

2.259 

3.206 

2,980 

2.716 

South  Bend........ 

682.513 

666 

1.223 

1.137 

991 

NEW  YORK 

13,679,162 

25,663 

29.670 

29.560 

29.560 

IOWA 

2,538.268 

2,896 

5.951 

3.673 

3.3U 

968,609 

1,609 

1.566 

1.566 

1,566 

Buffalo 

2.138,906 

3,123 

3.656 

3.656 

3.656 

312,336 

292 

666 

613 

360 

New  York. 

9.379.309 

19.755 

23,080 

23,080 

23. 080 

738,276 

826 

1,196 

1,110 

968 

1,012,318 

1.376 

1,590 

1,680 

1,680 

Iowa  City. •••••••• 

898,176 

1,166 

1,606 

1,307 

1,268 

589,682 

612 

907 

863 

735 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

3,571,623 

2.565 

6,126 

5.696 

6.966 

KANSAS 

1,801,028 

1,879 

2.733 

2.560 

2.215 

Asheville. •••••• 

381,079 

298 

658 

612 

536 

Durham......... . 

1.235.308 

966 

2,068 

1,906 

1,660 

Kansas  City....... 

1,217,506 

1.277 

1,836 

1.706 

1,686 

Wilmington. ..... 

626,286 

253 

756 

703 

613 

Wichita 

. (59) 

583.526 

602 

899 

836 

729 

Winston-Salem.. . 

1.528,950 

1,050 

2.666 

2J677 

2.159 

D5TUCKT 

2,865.627 

2,560 

6.520 

6.201 

3.663 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

661.935 

686 

769 

697 

607 

Lexington......... 

1,596,986 

1.187 

2,568 

2,387 

2,081 

Blsmarok 

158.896 

108 

182 

170 

168 

Louisville •••••••• 

. (749) 

1,250.663 

1.373 

1.952 

1.816 

1.582 

Fargo. .......... 

335.289 

273 

612 

383 

336 

Minot.,.. ....... 

167.752 

103 

155 

166 

125 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Tcble  II. — Population  and  number  of  active  non-Federal  physicians  in  1940,  and  estimates  of  possible  physician  use  in  1960,  for  the  several 
health  service  regions  outlined  in  each  State — (Continued) 


State  and  region 
designation  and  rank  . 

number  of  region  in  array-* 

Population^/ 

1*0 

Active  non-Federal  physicians 

State  and  region 
designation  and  rank  . 

number  of  region  in  arrayi/ 

2/ 

Population-* 

1*0 

Active  non-Federal  physicians 

To  tall/ 
1*0 

Estimates  for  1*Q  according 
to  methodic/ 

Toteli/ 

1*0 

Estimates  for  19pQ  according 
to  methods/ 

A | B | C 

A 

B 

C 

OHIO 

6,907.612 

8,772 

11,866 

11,008 

10,506 

TEXAS 

6,Lllj,82Li 

6,362 

11.589 

10.771 

9,390 

1,660,602 

2,200 

2.916 

2,710 

2, *6 

Dallas. 

. (56) 

2,006*05 

2,082 

3,631 

3.375 

2, *2 

Cleveland*..*, 

3.136,793 

3.965 

5,336 

6,960 

6.6* 

El  Paso**** 

2*.  701 

250 

hOb 

377 

329 

1,270,265 

1.582 

2,187 

2.033 

1,865 

1.178,538 

1,216 

2.369 

2.183 

1.905 

Toledo.*....., 

861,952 

1,025 

1*05 

1.305 

1,171 

1.192** 

1.063 

2, *7 

2,068 

1,821 

2.336*36 

Wichita  Falls 

780,169 

71*1 

1.2* 

1.175 

1,02L 

OKLAHOMA 

2,150 

3.365 

3.109 

2,710 

Oklahoma  City, 

1,220,861 

1,252 

1.653 

1.536 

1.339 

UTAH 

550.310 

530 

1.031 

958 

835 

Tulsa 

1.115.573 

896 

1,692 

1.573 

1.371 

550,310 

530 

1.031 

958 

835 

OREGON 

1,089,686 

1,089,686 

1.3* 

1.3* 

2,612 

2*28 

2,l6l 

VERMONT 

359.231 

678 

566 

506 

696 

2.612 

2*28 

2,161 

Burlington* ••••••• 

359,231 

678 

566 

508 

696 

PENNSYLVANIA 

9,900,180 

717,566 

12,775 

766 

16,528 

15,916 

16,883 

VIRGINIA 

2.677,773 

2*89 

6,870 

6.528 

3,9* 

Erie..**...**, 

1,178 

1,095 

955 

Philadelphia., 

• (9) 

6.556,377 

7,058 

7, *9 

7, *9 

7, *9 

Charlottesville* •* 

. (30) 

280,736 

*6 

695 

660 

618 

3.376.518 

3.699 

5.526 

5.156 

6*78 

313.080 

216 

550 

512 

666 

Soranton*****. 

1,251,719 

713.366 

1,272 

1.975 

1,836 

1,601 

Ri ohmond. ••••••••* 

Ro  ftyio  ke... 

• (99) 

625,211 

739.587 

719,161 

559 

815 

553 

1.107 

1,378 

1,360 

1.029 

1,281 

1,*6 

897 

1.117 

1,066 

RHODE  ISLAND 

877 

1.137 

1.057 

957 

Providence. . • • 

(3D 

713,566 

877 

1,137 

1.057 

957 

WASHINGTON 

1.736,191 

1,880 

3,933 

3.6* 

3.187 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

1,899,8* 

1.263 

3.189 

2.9* 

2,586 

Spokane .*••••••*• * 

. (39) 

2*, 726 

3I46 

3*291 

6L2 

3.059 

597 

521 

Charleston*.. . 

325.365 

231 

565 

525 

658 

1,016,065 

*3 

1,685 

1.566 

1,365 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

1.901,976 

1,760 

3.097 

2,879 

2,510 

Greenville.... 

558*16 

389 

939 

873 

761 

Charleston* ••••••* 

. (82) 

1.039,336 

938 

1,756 

1.632 

1*23 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

662,961 

656 

822 

7* 

666 

Parkersburg 

Wheeling*. ••••*••• 

. (86) 
. (62) 

699,637 

363,001 

636 

368 

788 

553 

733 

516 

639 

668 

7o L 

WISCOIBIN 

3.137.587 

3.315 

5,178 

6,816 

6.291 

TENNESSEE 

2,915.861 

2,6* 

5,122 

6,760 

6,169 

Green  Bay. •••••••• 

• (98) 

329.815 

257 

559 

520 

653 

Chattanooga • • * 
Knoxville ••••• 
Memphis  ....... 

(78) 

(109) 

(57) 

336,787 

852,110 

891.529 

310 

608 

925 

5* 

1.539 

1.533 

552 

1*30 

1*25 

681 

1.267 

1,262 

Madison. •••••• •*.* 

Mi lwaukee ••••••••• 

Wausau. •••••• 

. (37) 
. (26) 
.(107) 

715.882 

1.361,855 

750.035 

*7 

1.672 

539 

1,188 

2,1* 

1.237 

1.105 

2,*0 

1.169 

*3 

1.873 

1.002 

Nashville 

837*15 

*1 

1*56 

1,353 

1,179 

WYOMING 

250,762 

210 

Ui5 

616 

361 

C&sper.. 

. (89) 

250,762 

210 

665 

616 

361 

i4u“  ratLTSh1^0.°PP°Sit6  r0Sl3n  deSigaatl="  P°sition  in  th°  era  listed  fro,  high  to  lo.  on  the  basis  of  activ.  non-Fadaral  physician- 

Z/  Population  totals  were  accumulated  fron  county  population  figures  published  in,  Population,  First  Seri,.,  0.  S.  Summary,  Table  17,  Sixteenth  Census  of  the  United  State,  1*0. 

“ “•  ■«  “ »"— • .»*. .. 

U/  Active  non-Federal  physician  estimates  for  i960  were  prepared  as  follows j 
Method  A 

Regions  ra^  Zws  array  7=ro  all°'»^  «»•  same  active  non-Federal  physician-population  ratios,  respectively,  as  maintained  in  1*0. 

regions  with  rank  numbers  1J  to  126  were  allowed  1146  physicians  per  100,000  population. 


Regions  with  rank  numbers  17  to  126  we^Ll^d^^hysicia^^  ratios,  respectively,  as  maintained  in  1*0. 


Regions  ll2  n^lrl  * Vl^rTIl^LYu^^^  r“tl0S*  « -ibtained  in  1*0. 

agencies  an/u,000  phyeicia^Yb^YttoL  Yc“  Yt  Y Yb?  i^"the Retired  pratite^oat^?  dlloeences  of  20,000  physicians  for  Federal 

the  application  of  methods  A,  B,  and  C to  272,172  , 260,785,  'and  2l*,  532  physicians  ^"respectively?  Pr“tiCe"  °ateEOry'  SUOh  *ddltl°“  "°Uld  °^“d  th*  1960 
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